The Collapse 

Historical facts of politics from Bismarck to Liebknechtat the same time 
one refuting the lies of enemies outside and inside about the"Guilt" for 

the war 

By Richard Ungewitter (1869-1958) 

(1919) 


A judgment: 

"I have not yet delivered anything that 
in such a short draft had provided 
conclusive proof that our weak 
system of government perished and 
that we can only be saved by the 
opposite." 

R. J., cand. Phil., Tubingen 

This writing “The Collapse” is the epilogue to it 

Germany's rebirth through blood and iron 

With the collaboration of 

G. Boesche, Lawyer Ernst Bottger, Reinhold Braun, R. Burger-Villingen, Walter Dahms, 
Heinrich Driesmans, Prof. Ludwig Fahrenkrog, Theod. Fritsch, Silvio Gesell, Otger 
Graff f, Major General z. D. von Heimerdinger, J. Henningsen, Dr. Ernst Hunkel, Hans 
Kaumann f, Hans Kleemann, Dr. Kunert, j. Lanz-Liebenfels, Prof. Dr. Friedrich Lezius, 
Prof. Dr. R. Freiherr v. Lichtenberg, Friedrich Lienhard, Richard Lieste, Dr. Ludwig 
Lorenz, Friedrich Prok, Real Teacher Ms. Scholl, Artur Schulz, Albert Schwabe, Dr. S. 
Stille, Kurd v. Strantz, Dr. Ernst Wachler, Treumund Walse and Hermann Wette 

published by 

Richard Ungewitter 
From the content: 


Wett: Roland Bismarck; Kleemann: The encirclement; Vurger-Villingen: The 
warmongers in the light of human knowledge according to Burger's laws of form; J. 
Lanz-Liebenfels: Race physics of military leaders and the art of war; Ungewitter: the 
decline; Uugewitter: The war as a people renewer and energy awakening; Ungewitter: 
The intentions of our enemies; Scholl: The damage to capitalism and its removal by the 
organic economy; Lieske: Own economy, national economy and world economy 
according to the lessons of the world war; Ungewitter: German technology and abroad; 



Henningsen: The preservation and strengthening of the middle class; Kleeman: On the 
history of coinage; Kaumann f: Money economy and state banks; Walse: The new land 
law, the basis of Germanic rebirth; Bottger: The right after the war: Fritsch: The future 
of the Reichstag and the political parties; v. Strantz: The external service; Ungewitter: 
press and telegraph offices as means of power; v. Lichtenberg: The importance of 
Germanism for race and culture; Ungewitter: Teutons and foreign races; Driesmans: 
Creative shaping of German life; Schulz: The future of the German school; Ungewitter: 
The decline in the birth rate and the means to remedy it; Ungewitter: food and 
agriculture; Kunert: The black bread as the basis of the people's food; Stille: The 
Influence of War on the Reshaping of Medical Science; Ungewitter: racial degradation 
through blood poisoning; Scholl: alcohol and the rise of Germany; Ungewitter: the 
moral elevation; Ungewitter: German principles against immigration and foreign 
cheating; Ungewitter: German costume; Kaumann f: The German year; Graff f: German 
first names for German born; Schwabe: The future of the German language; Lorenz: Our 
German literature; Fahrenkrog: German Art; Wachler: About the reshaping of the stage; 
Dahms: German music; Hunkel: German Community; Ungewitter: national or German; 
Ungewitter: German clubs and magazines. 

(Continuation of 3rd cover page) 

The collapse. 

In order to fathom the connections that led to the overthrow, we have to go back a 

little. 

The German Democratic Party of today was brought into being by the men of the 
“Berliner Tageblatt” founded by Rudolf Mosse in 1870. The call to justify the paper was 
addressed to the Jews in Germany and said that unfortunately there was still a lack of a 
more widespread organ for the protection of the interests of Judaism in public life. The 
paper has always remained true to this goal, which is why it was read, supported and 
recommended by all Jews, and the German Spiessburger made it his gospel. Editor-in- 
chief was Levisoyn until 1908; Sochaczewer, Norden, Hirschberg, Th. Wolff, Dr. Poppe, 
Dr. Felix Pinner; the late Dernburg (father of the former German colonial state secretary) 
was one of them. 

As a democratic organ, the “Berliner Tageblatt” opposed a purely folk national 
policy, such as that of Prince Bismarck, and fought it consistently. The broad democratic 
organ, the “Frankfurter Zeitung”, did the same. When Bismarck left office, she wrote on 
March 21, 1890: “It may also apply to him (the system that went with Bismarck) that 
what went once will not return; the nation will soon pay March 18,1890, the days 
to be remembered with joy. August Eigenbrodt writes on this appreciation, which I 
take from his book “Berliner Tageblatt and Frankfurter Zeitung in their attitude to 
national questions 1887-1914 1 ”: “Where can this joy be discovered today? In view of the 

1 Publishing Company A. Albrecht, Berlin-Schoneberg 1917. 2nd edition. This book cannot be dispensed with in order to 
understand the roots of our revolution. It should find the widest possible distribution. 



disaster of today, did today's 'Frankfurter Zeitung' even admit to its statement of 1890? 
Because today's misfortune goes back to the things of 1890. " 

The “Berliner Tageblatt” and the “Frankfurter Zeitung” have so far failed on 
almost all national issues. They not only fought against every steadfast foreign policy, 
not just the military and naval drafts; They also advocated changes in electoral rights in 
Prussia in favor of democracy, shortening military service time, and equal rights for the 
militarily completely useless Jews, devoid of any heroic sentiments, in the officer's 
career. Both intentionally or unintentionally closed themselves to the English danger, 
and today they do the business of hostile foreign countries. The first chancellor's true 
word, “The politics that the 'Frankfurter Zeitung' represents, the fight to the knife” could 
not be forgiven by this paper and its followers. Bismarck had recognized the great 
danger that the policy of the “Frankfurter Zeitung” had to bring for the German Reich. 
Unfortunately, his successor Caprivi no longer fought against this policy, but turned to it, 
which is why from then on the roots of the fall of the German Empire to the bitter end of 
the revolution found suitable ground for growth. Without the “Berliner Tageblatt” and 
“Frankfurter Zeitung” - as the facts put forward in the section “Press and Telegraphic 
Bureaus as Means of Power” make clear - there never would have been the collapse of 
the front and the revolution. With the appearance and the burrowing of these two papers, 
our doom was already sealed. 

Bismarck's healthy power politics, which is simply an absolute necessity for any 
large state that wants to survive against other large states, was initiated by his 
democratically-minded successors from Caprivi (Baron von Marschall made an 
exception, because he opposed England forcefully by on February 13, 1896 emphasized 
the need to preserve the South African republics in our interest - and therefore had to go) 
via Bulow, Bethmann Hollweg (Michaelis, again an exception, therefore only a few 
weeks Chancellor), Hertling, Prince Max von Baden, up to Ebert another policy, namely 
one of the “open door”, of “understanding” up to that of “renunciation”, that is, a 
constant slide on the sloping path once entered. All of these chancellors are therefore 
complicit in our collapse. The system, especially since Bethmann Hollweg, is the same, 
only the men change. 

Professor Dr. Hans Freiherr v. Liebig, to whom I will from here on in his book 
“The Politics of Bethmann Hollweg” 2 calls this unhappy policy the B. system. 

“On July 14, 1909, the previous Secretary of State for the Interior was v. 

Bethmann Hollweg appointed German Chancellor, v. B. H. comes from a Hessian 
family. His grandfather, professor of law at the University of Berlin, whose mother was 
born Bethmann from the well-known (Jewish? R. U.) banking family in Frankfurt a. M. 
His mother was bom v. Rougemont (probably of French origin? R. U.) from Neuchatel 
in Switzerland. Numerous close relatives of his serve in the French army. " (Liebig.) 

His ancestry made him unable from the outset to perceive the German interests of 
strangers, since the German spirit was not inoculated into him through the blood. But we 
miss this German spirit in all of his successors (with the exception of Baron von 

2 J. F. Lehmann Publishing House, Munich 1919. 



Marschall and Michaelis), which is why the accident simply had to come because of the 
conflicting, confused un-German spirit on the part of our enemies, the strictly national, 
even chauvinistic spirit of the French , the British, the American faced with pronounced 
recklessness, to whom logically the German spirit, which had so powerfully emerged in 
the August days of 1914, gradually and with deadly certainty had to succumb for the 
lack of a political leader oriented towards German people. 

“Bethmann-Hollweg expressed an essential basic feature of the B. system in the 
Reichstag on March 5, 1910: 'Our foreign policy, not just England, but towards all 
powers, is only aimed at allowing Germany's economic and cultural powers to develop 
freely bring to.' And not long before that, on January 27, 1910, the ambassador in 
London, Count Wolff-Metternich, had expressed the same idea: 'We are not asking for 
new stretches of land, our policy of conquest is aimed at opening up foreign markets." 

“So right from the beginning of B. H.'s government, the principle was set up from 
three sides: Bernstorff, B. H. and Metternich: May the others share the world among 
themselves; we are satisfied with the open markets. There is no external political policy 
for the B. system; It is incomprehensible to him how one can allow other things to apply 
in politics besides economy and culture e.g. folk concerns, national pride, will to power 
or even lust for mastery. " (Liebig.) 

England. Despite the humiliating experiences in 1911 (England's friend France 
had pocketed Morocco), the Chancellor settled back into England at the beginning of 
1912. According to the North German General Newspaper (NA), the neutrality formula 
first proposed by the German side was: “Should one of the high contracting parties be 
involved in a war with one or more powers, the other contracting party will be at least 
benevolent neutrality towards the contracting party involved in the war observe and do 
all you can to localize the conflict." 

As a counter-proposal, England submitted the following version: “England will 
not make an unprovoked attack on Germany and will refrain from an aggressive policy 
against Germany. An attack on Germany is not contained in any treaty or combination to 
which England is currently a party, and England will not enter into any arrangement 
with the object of such an attack." 

“Such a proposal,” writes Liebig, “can only be made by a government that does 
not want to have anything to do with an understanding and has infinitely little value on 
the diplomacy with which it negotiates.” 

The German government makes a new understanding proposal, which is again 
rejected by Gray. "And German diplomacy still does not notice that England is choosing 
an impossible formula because it does not want any understanding that could at least 
make it difficult for her to work on strangling Germany with her friends." (Liebig.) 

The same trend was evident in our fleet enlargement program, where B. H. was 
ready to drop the most important parts in response “to the openly exposed hostility of 
England by weakening Germany's only protection against England, its fleet, in order to 
be allowed to purely paper to exchange assurances of any English neutrality ”. (Liebig.) 

Despite this obvious, worsening relationship, Prince Lichnowsky, the new 



ambassador to London, introduced himself in November 1912 with the sentence: 
“England and Germany worked side by side for the maintenance of European peace, and 
the political relations of the two powers never be more confidential and more sincere (!) 
than at present." 

The B-System saw everyone in the brightest light, despite the fact that the “Pan- 
German Blatter” judged the situation correctly on July 27, 1912 by writing: “It is no 
secret that the new Russian Baltic Sea fleet is against us in agreement with England is 
built; It is openly spoken in the army that in alliance with England and France they are 
certain of victory over German Austria, and one can certainly assert that the three 
powers are in agreement to attack us at the first opportunity; it does not matter whether 
one baptizes this agreement 'Entente' or covenant - it all depends on the intention. " 

Although these processes were no secret to the far-sighted, educated men in 
Germany, the B. System man Prince Lichnowsky spoke on January 13, 1914 in 
Newcastle and on January 15 in Bradfort of "the good relations between England and 
Germany" instead that measures had to be taken with all might to ward off the 
impending war. 

And even on May 15, ten weeks before the outbreak of war, Mr. v. Jagow on 
behalf of Mr. v. B. H. his speech with the words: "Since the last time the Chancellor 
spoke to you about foreign policy, the general detente in Europe has made progress." 

The “Times” comments on this speech: “One of the main causes of the happy 
changes in relations between Germany and England was the favorable impression that 
the trustworthy character of Mr. v. B. H. and v. Jagow in England. " 

This “favorable impression” for England consisted in the work of the B.-system in 
general, because it could not have wished for a German government more favorable to 
its interests, so after the outbreak of war an English politician could assert with certainty 
that “the Germans would win the battles and England wins the war ”. 

At the British declaration of war on August 4, 1914, Bethmann-Hollweg declared: 
“My policy has collapsed”, without drawing any conclusions from it and making room 
for something better. 

Italy. On January 10, 1905, the then French Prime Minister Rouvier declared in 
an interview with Dr. F. Seeps that if an armed conflict arose over the Moroccan 
question, Italy had assured him that he would go through thick and thin with France and 
provide an auxiliary army of 600,000 men. In 1908 Italy mobilized ships and troops in 
order to be able to intervene against Austria in the event of the Bosnian question. 

As early as November 6, 1909, Count Reventlow wrote in the “Pan-German 
Page” with reference to the grouping of the Balkan powers: “The active value of the 
Italian alliance has been zero for many years in the event of war. 

And C. v. Stanz at the same point on February 19, 1910, said briefly: "The Triple 
Alliance is dead." The B. system did not recognize it. 

On November 11th, 1909, at a flag consecration in Brescia, the commander of the 
Italian 3rd Army Corps spoke to his soldiers about the “unredeemed territories” that 
were awaiting liberation by the Italian army. 



“The B. system, in its external policy and in its internal policy, insofar as it is 
related to external issues (Alsace, Poland, Danes, etc.) is known to be based on the 
views of the democrats, in whose press they are always, at least afterwards, their 
strongest support found and continues to this day. Already in the Zanzibar Treaty the 
branches of the B. System government were the center, freedom and social democracy. 
Likewise with the Morocco Treaty. During the World War the heads of the “Verliner 
Tageblatf ’ and the “Frankfurter Zeitung” went to Mr. v. B. H. out and in, are treated as 
dear saste, and their advice is readily heard; Papers like the national “Tagliche 
Rundschau” or the conservative “Deutsche Tageszeitung” have been banned. 

On December 7, 1912, Italy renewed the Triple Alliance. San Guiliano justified 
this: “As the Triple Alliance Treaty is drafted, it safeguards all our interests and ensures 
our security in a perfect way. So there was no reason to change it. " (Liebig.) 

The B.-system had "edited" the contract in such a way that it dealt with Italian 
issues first, then ours. 

On July 2nd, 1913, the Italian royal couple arrived in Kiel to visit the German 
imperial couple. The “Norddetsche Allgemeine Zeitung” welcomed the couple with the 
words: “Our relations with our allies in the south are free from any troubles. With 
growing understanding (!) The military, maritime, economic strength of modem Italy, 
the strong national characteristics of its politics (in contrast to our weak non-ethnic! R. 
U.) and its increased influence in the Council of Power are recognized in Germany. " 

On April 28, 1914, State Secretary v. Jagow in the budget commission of the “full 
cordiality and intimacy in which the Triple Alliance worked together”. (Liebig.) 

France. We also have to touch on the Marotto question. On November 9, 1911, 
the Chancellor said: “We did not seek to acquire land in Morocco for a moment.” 

In addition, v. Liebig: 

“The dispatch of the 'Panther' under the prevailing circumstances corresponded to 
the manner that is customary when states want to take possession of a country. The 
statement that they will withdraw after the country has settled down is a common idle 
phrase that France used for Fez and Spain for Larrasch. No one in the whole world took 
up the step differently than a foothold in Morocco itself, and could not take it in any 
other way. If v. B. H. wanted to have a different meaning connected to him, he had to 
announce it in some special way." 

“France kept England and Russia informed day after day during the negotiations. 
Until July 24, 1911, England was firmly convinced that Germany would at least seek 
possession of the port of Agadir. In the French Senate Commission on December 22nd, 
1911, Minister de Selves declared that Kiderlen had made 'unacceptable demands' in 
Kissingen (June 20th), i.e. the occupation of Mogador by Germany. " Only when 
England was Herr v. B. H. held his armored fist under the lawn, it was informed of the 
“real” intentions of Germany; v. On November 17, 1911, Kiderlen declared in the 
Reichstag Commission: “There was never any intention of taking a piece of Marotto. At 
that time he said that very clearly to a well-known Pan-German." 

But what is the sending of the gunboat for? While England and, above all, France, 



which has little children, expand their colonial possessions, Germany renounces 
strengthening its future and world political position. 

“Morocco was now the last abandoned country that, in addition to tropical 
stretches, also contained large and healthy settlement areas; moreover it was cotton and 
ore country; therefore, according to the popular opinion, the acquisition was at least an 
urgent necessity in Southwest Morocco. (Liebig.) Besides, by setting up a colonial 
power there, we had tied up the French troops in Algiers so that they could not intervene 
in a European war. 

Mr. v. Kiderlen, however, mocked on November 11, 1911: "The honorable 
Member has just brought up the specter of the African troops, which, according to our 
treaty, were then let loose over Germany." 

But on September 2, 1914, the first Moroccan march through Paris was reported. 

A war in 1911 might not have allowed the world war to develop fully. Liebig writes: 
“When France struck, England joined in. But Russia's participation was unlikely; At that 
time it had still not recovered from the aftermath of the Japanese war and the revolution, 
on the one hand, and on the other hand it was not only facing Austria, but not yet 
shattered Turkey, a German-friendly Romania and Bulgaria, and the support of the then 
still weaker Serbia was not worth much. France itself, however, had not finished its 
armor and, as in 1908 (Tangier), was ready to give in until the retreat of Kiderlen- 
Wachters before England stiffened his neck. England had put itself at a comparative 
disadvantage compared to Germany through its dreadnought buildings; the relationship 
between the dreadnoughts on both sides was never as favorable for Germany as it was in 
1911. In the opinion of the people, Morocco was also worth war; Incidentally, it was not 
only about Morocco, but also about the honor and position of Germany as a world 
power. If England, which itself had renounced Morocco to France, let it go to war for 
that country's sake, then that was proof that it was determined to break Germany's 
position as a world power. Then a reckoning with England was inevitable, and the 
sooner it happened, the better it was for us. We fight today under much more difficult 
conditions than we fought then." 

But the men of the B.-system did not notice that the war had to come as a world 
war and therefore do not pay attention to initiate it in good time under more favorable 
conditions. At that time, the government had also had the popular mood on its side when 
it did not proclaim the conquest of Morocco as the slogan of war, but, as it does today, 
the threat to our existence from hateful and envious opponents. 

“In fact, the surrender of Morocco initially led to the expulsion of the Turks from 
Tripoli by Italy and the further dismantling of European Turkey in the confusion of the 
Balkans. The European War of 1914 developed out of the Balkan confusion under 
circumstances that were unfavorable for Germany, as already mentioned. " (Liebig.) 

Despite the collapse of his “understanding” policy, v. B. H. on August 19, 1915 in 
the Reichstag: “It is clear that the disaster of this world fire could have been prevented if 
a sincere and peace-oriented understanding between Germany and England had come 
about. With such a goal in mind, could I refuse a job because it was so difficult and 



repeatedly proved to be fruitless? " 

This pathological delusion of understanding, which has not wavered due to the 
shocking experiences of the world war, had to bring us down, because our enemies, who 
wanted to destroy us, were only doing the right thing, namely power politics. If, 
however, a country encircled by overwhelming power and violence politics operates 
with a policy of reconciliation and understanding, i.e. shows its weakest side, it must 
certainly be defeated. The B.-system did not understand that in wars, which are the 
continuation of politics with the means of violence, advantages can only be gained 
through violence. 

“If new elections had been announced in July or August 1911 with the slogan 
'Southwest Morocco German', the Social Democrats would have been swept away. And 
today (1915) new elections would be called with national war goals - no 10 Social 
Democrats were elected. But Mr. v. B. H. will be careful not to suspend new elections; 
For his war aims he needs 110 Social Democrats and 41 liberals; he will also find the 50 
votes missing from a majority in Poland, Alsace, etc. ” (Liebig.) 

The B.-system stayed on the crutches of these parties until it collapsed, since only 
these parties supported the shaky chancellorship v. B. H. are willing to save. 

What the reconciliation looked like that Mr. v. B. H. sought to reach through his 
Moroccan politics, showed in the speech Poincares on June 14, 1912 in the Chamber: 
"Relations between France and England and Russia have never been better than now." 
“Our relations with Italy are excellent again.” “Our relations with Germany are loyal, 
polite and correct. We try to put the same bona fides in them." 

“In April and May 1913, Baron Guillaume reported how 'public opinion in France 
was becoming more and more chauvinistic and rash. Nationalist and chauvinist plays are 
now being played in half of the Parisian theaters.' In the theater plays and on all other 
possible occasions in France the reputation and dignity of Germany is dragged in the dirt 
in the meanest way. The 'Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung' never gets upset about this, 
any more than a B.-System diplomat in the Reichstag ever finds strong words to defend 
against attacks on Germany's honor. " (Liebig.) 

France responded to the announcement of the German military bill by introducing 
the law on three years of service. Prime Minister Barthou remarked on June 12, 1913 in 
the Chamber on the three-year term of service: "The allied Russia is also making the 
necessary efforts so that the French and Russian armies are ready to face any 
eventuality." 

On July 7, 1913, the new Defense Act was adopted. On October 19, 1913, 
Sassanov declared to the Parisian representative of the “Novoye Vremya”: “Should the 
drum roll sound in Petersburg, France would stand by Russia's side.” But Mr. v. B. H. on 
December 9, 1913 can only tell of “pleasant, thoroughly correct relations” with France. 

Russia. “In the Russo-Japanese war 1904-1905”, writes Liebig, “Germany 
rendered valuable services to Russia through its benevolent neutrality; the peace 
favorable to Russia would probably not have come about on September 5, 1905 if the 
German Kaiser had not intervened personally at Roosevelt's request. The Russian quid 



pro quo was that it sided with the enemies of Germany in Algeciras in 1906 and started 
negotiations with England. 1905 would have been the opportunity to break up the 
Franco-Russian dual alliance and at the same time to solve the Balkan inquiry and the 
question of Asia Minor in a way favorable to Germany. Russia was down due to the 
Japanese victories; According to its own ministers, France was not prepared for war; it 
would have been overpowered in a short time, and we could quietly settle down on the 
French north coast until we were ready to fight against England - which must have made 
us at sea at the time, while it had not prepared for a troop mission to the mainland was - 
to record again. But how did the Bulow system of the time get along with such a policy 
of action? " (Fiebig.) 

The official “Novoye Vremya” wrote in 1909: “The Tsar's visit gave Italian public 
opinion an opportunity to revise the foundations of the Triple Alliance. Russia does not 
intend to dissuade Italy from its obligations to Germany and Austria, but that will 
happen of its own accord without our efforts." 

Mr. v. B. H. said in the Reichstag on December 10, 1910: “The discussions that 
took place during the Potsdam Entrevue - that is how I can summarize - have here and 
there removed apparent misunderstandings and confirmed and reinforced the old trusting 
relationship (!) Between us and Russia.” 

The Chancellor also spoke about Persia in the same speech. The “Novoje Vremja” 
comments on this: “Germany renounces its policy that is harmful to Russia in view of 
the near frequent occurrence, Russia promised the connection between Persia and the 
Baghdad Railway. We recognize the accomplished fact of Germany's goodwill." 

v. Fiebig remarks: “To meet others and renounce for oneself; In fact, the B.- 
system could hardly be better identified." 

Professor Hans Delbruck, one of the intellectual supports of the B.-system, wrote 
in his Prussian yearbooks about the railway construction agreement of August 20, 1911, 
where Germany should “be free to apply for a concession from Turkey” under many 
clauses , on this: "The Petersburg Agreement is for all the reasons an act of true world 
politics and in some respects more important than the negotiations on Morocco." 

The trip Poincares to Kronstadt announced on June 12th for July 20th, 1912, 
together with the Bulgarian visit and the events in the Balkans, also had to make the 
German B.-Systemers aware that something was in the works. In order to keep them 
safe, the meeting of the emperors in Baltischport on July 4th, 1912, with which Mr. v. B. 
H. was connected to Petersburg and Moscow. 

On July 7th, the “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” reported: “The meeting of 
Baltischport can therefore be welcomed everywhere with full satisfaction: because on 
the one hand it testifies to the firm and lasting friendship between Germany and Russia, 
on the other hand it also means an eloquent one Expression of the peaceful basic 
directions, which determine the politics of both empires to the same extent. " 

On the other hand, the “Alldeutsche Blatter” wrote on July 12, 1912, correctly 
recognizing the actual situation: “Neither Potsdam nor Baltischport have changed 
anything in the hostile mood of the Russians against us; Both meetings, like so many 



before, were nothing but theater and comedy. The mood in Russia has never been more 
passionately anti-German as it is now; The war to the west has never been prepared with 
more zeal; The opinion of the people and the army has never been more drawn to this 
war; never has the government found itself in greater agreement with popular tendencies 
in relation to war than it is now. Anyone who claims or reports otherwise has no idea of 
the true state of affairs between the German Empire and Russia, does not know the 
people, does not know the leading people, and knows nothing of their intentions and 
plans, nothing of the Anglo-French influences and machinations . ” 

But the German B.-Systemists noticed nothing and ignored these warnings, and 
the Kaiser did not tolerate any “nonsense”. 

On September 15, 1912, the “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” reported: “News 
that tried to make people believe that a war fire was about to break out in the Balkans 
appeared repeatedly in the past week. They did not find any confirmation. ... The fact 
that the great powers unanimously stick together to prevent a disruption of the peace in 
good time speaks against the outbreak of war. " 

Even the German people sensed and instinctively felt that “something was in the 
air”, the tension was too great. Despite the official German peace assurances, the King 
of Montenegro correctly declared war on Turkey on October 8, 1912, and on October 
17, Serbia, Bulgaria and Greece followed suit with their declaration of war. 

“On November 22nd, 1912, Archduke Franz Ferdinand arrived in Berlin to take 
part in the hunt in Springe at the invitation of the Emperor. For his part, he intended to 
invite Germany to prevent the closure of the ring around the Triple Alliance, which the 
Triple Alliance wanted to bring about through the Balkan Wars, if necessary by force. 
But Germany, advised by B.-System diplomats, failed. ... 

As early as November 26, 1912, the "Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung" issued a 
reassurance denial regarding the mobilization in Austria and the upcoming ultimatum to 
Serbia. " (Fiebig.) 

“On December 6, 1912, the 'Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung' published a 
message from W. K. (World correspondence) from Shanghai: 'The Balkan War and the 
cauldron driving against Germany'. It is about the anti-German exploitation of the 
Turkish defeats, for which German military education and the Krupp cannons were 
made responsible. The W. K. comments on this: "We have to add that, according to 
reports we received from overseas, the agitation against Germany on the occasion of the 
Balkan War extends over the whole globe." National circles thereupon again raised the 
demand that the supply of the world press with news had to come from Germany (I 
made the same demand in the section 'Press and Telegraph Bureaus as Means of Power'. 
R. U.) in a completely different way than it had been before was the case. " (Fiebig.) 

But not the slightest step was taken on the part of our B.-System diplomats. 

The ineptitude and indulgence of our diplomacy has also resulted in a shift in 
power. The peace conference after the Balkan War took place in Fondon. “When 
Bismarck was alive the questions about the Orient were settled in Berlin; as Mr. v. B. H. 
and his system ruled, Fondon had become the arbiter of the world. " (Fiebig.) 



On May 30, 1913, the preliminary peace between Turkey and the Balkans was 
signed. The “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” greeted the event semi-officially with 
the truly prophetic words: “All reasonable considerations speak against the outbreak of a 
new war. Any danger of a collision between the great powers seems to have been 
eliminated and the last clouds in the Middle East will soon disperse. " 

On December 9, 1913, Mr. v. B. H. passed his verdict on the situation in the 
Reichstag: "The agreement of the great powers, the realization that the calm overall 
situation among the European powers must not be shaken by the reorganization of the 
Balkans, is during the months of arduous work that had to be done, since the first cannon 
shot was fired in the Balkans, not diminished, but continuously strengthened. " 

On March 3, 1914, the “Kolnische Zeitung” reported on preparations for war on 
the Russian western border. The “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” officially 
commented on March 14, 1914: “On the contrary, there is reason to believe that such 
discussions, aimed at the tone of warlike superiority, can just as little disrupt the good 
relations of the governments of both sides as the unsubstantiated alarm call did was 
recently included in the 'Kolnische Zeitung'. " 

Of course, our ambassador in Russia did not notice the least bit of war intentions, 
which could not surprise us that he was a B.-systemist and, besides his officials, was 
incapable of the Russian language. 

On the other hand, the chairman of the Aldeutscher Verband declared in a board 
meeting on April 20, 1913: “According to what reliable detainees tell us, we are 
convinced that the confrontation between Russia and us will take place in the near 
future, be it connected with the Russian-Austrian antagonism, be it by way of an 
immediate collision. " 

And in a resolution of the general management of the Pan-German Association of 
April 19, 1914: “The board of directors draws the conclusion from all these events that 
France and Russia are preparing the decisive battle against the German Empire and 
Austria-Hungary, and that both intend to strike as soon as they see the opportunity. ” 

On March 7th, 1914 the Novoye Vremja wrote “of the approaching hour” and of 
the necessity “to work in the army day and night from top to bottom”, and on July 20, 
1914: “The superiority of the Entente Water and land justify energetic language in 
European deliberations. 

But these statements had no effect on the policy of the German Government. Not 
only was the German people exchanged about the world situation, but the B.-system also 
carried out the most furious attacks against Pan-Germans and others when they wanted 
to open the eyes of the German people to the true situation. 

The “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” wrote on February 25, 1916, how our 
diplomacy worked in Russia. From July 25 to 30, 1914, the German ambassador, Count 
Pourtales, wandered once or twice a day to see Sassonov or the Tsar, to point out to them 
“very seriously that a further advance of the Russian mobilization measures would force 
us to mobilize, and that then the European war could hardly be stopped”. “Did he know 
to report,” writes v. Liebig, “every Russian measure had been answered with the same 



on the German side, it would probably have made a more impression. But the peaceful 
Herr v. B. H. not known to the General Staff. Possibly the devastation of East Prussia 
could have been negotiated. " 

Although Russia began mobilizing against Austria on July 26th and was in full 
war readiness against Germany by the night of July 29th to 30th at the latest, we did not 
mobilize until August 2nd. According to Scheidemann's statements in the “Dresdener 
Nachrichten”, which were not revoked by v. B. H., the Reich Chancellor is said to have 
withdrawn the mobilization order that had already been issued so that Germany could 
not be “blamed” for the war. 

If Germany had ordered mobilization on July 27th, or at least on July 29th, the 6 
or 4 days gained had brought us very significant advantages. 

v. Liebig writes: “If the delay in mobilization has really cost rivers of blood, as 
Junius Alter indicates on the basis of military reports, it is Mr. v. B. H. has not yet been 
able to wash this blood off his hands. " 

The B.-system also failed against our armament policy. At the Pan-German 
Association Day on September 10, 1910, General Keim described the military forces of 
the Triple Alliance, assuming Italy to be insecure and inadequate compared to the Dual 
Alliance. It concerned the military bill calculated for 5 years (until 1915), which only 
brought an increase of 29,000 men. 

And v. B. H. rejects Keim's warnings the next day with the words: “In its work on 
the Stat, the Reichstag will, I hope, further recognize that the fears expressed here and 
there about the neglect of our Wehrmacht are unfounded.” 

On February 12, 1913, at the banquet of the Agriculture Council, Mr. v/ B. H. at 
the great Kustung reinforcement after the famous “war party” (that is, the nationally 
concerned men of the defense association) won. 

In his explanatory speech on the defense bill, Mr. v. B. H. on April 7, 1913 again 
the “friendly relations” between Russia and France, as well as the currently good Anglo- 
German relations with regard to the year of the naval celebration. Likewise, he went so 
far as to say: “The Balkan War of 1877 and the present, the Boer War, the Russo- 
Japanese War, and even the current tensions have nothing remotely to do with the 
armaments of the great powers.” 

In contrast, the French Prime Minister Barthou gave a speech on April 20, 1913, 
which ended with the sentence: “There is no one here who has not bowed, who has not 
stood up and greeted the tricolor, those of glorious memories of the past and bright 
hopes for the future. " “Should Mr v. B. H. believed, ”asks v. Liebig, "the hopes, like 
those of the German diplomats, related to economic freedom and open doors?" 

“The introduction of the defense bill meant a fourfold bankruptcy declaration by 
the B.-system. First in a military relationship. It is an almost unbelievable thing when a 
war ministry brings in three military drafts within three years, solemnly declaring for the 
first two each time that everything would be in the best and best order for years to come 


The submission was based on the “change” of the external circumstances, which 



could not have been foreseen. This is the second bankruptcy declaration, that of our 
Foreign Office. Because these changes were and were foreseen, just not by our 
government ... 

In addition, there was the financial and socio-political bankruptcy declaration. 
With the very unusual measure of the military contribution, the government admitted 
that its previous policy was bad and inadequate; In a financially soundly managed state 
from the wealth of Germany, the regular income must be developed steadily and far¬ 
sightedly enough to be able to get along with a one-off exceptional need without steps 
that are justified only in times of worst need ... 

(In the war every million incorrectly saved at that time cost us a billion! R. U.) 

In terms of social policy, the submission is tantamount to a deep bow to social 
democracy, as deep as the bow to freedom and the great finance that Helfferich's 
appointment as State Secretary in 1915 meant. The social democracy has always taken a 
negative attitude towards the armed forces of the Reich; If you were now given an 
exceptional position in paying the costs for the Wehrmacht, it was to a certain extent a 
reward for your behavior: 'Since you don't want the armed forces, you don't have to pay 
anything for it either.' ’’(Liebig.) 

This shows the difference between German and French social democracy; the 
latter, thinking and feeling nationally, approves every army and naval proposal. We have 
nothing to compare with the chauvinism of the French, because the German left parties 
had been brought up to be cosmopolitan through their democratic leaves. 

“At the beginning of May 1914, negotiations on the military budget began in the 
German Reichstag. After the military draft had been approved in 1913, the Wehrverein 
and Pan-German Association had pointed out that it had by no means fulfilled the 
requirement of real general conscription; As the Minister of War declared, 38,000 fully 
qualified people were not employed in 1913. As a result, the two associations were 
violently attacked in the Reichstag by Freedom, Social Democrats and the Center. State 
Secretary v. Jagow spoke as deputy v. B. H.'s on May 14th, by deserving inactive 
officers who rattle their sabers a little too vigorously. (Liebig.) 

However, as it turned out during the war, these Saber rattlers were absolutely 
right, while we must count the combatants of the military drafts, the Social Democrats, 
the Liberals and the Center among the war prolongers. 

On April 19, 1914, the board of the Pan-German Association in Stuttgart passed 
the following resolution: 

“The entire board of the Pan-German Association states that the relaxation of the 
external political situation in Europe that was expected after the end of the Balkan wars 
did not materialize; has been exacerbated by unfriendly actions by their governments. 
The board of directors draws the conclusion from all these events that France and Russia 
are preparing the decisive battle against the German Reich and Austria-Hungary, and 
that both intend to strike as soon as they consider the opportunity to be favorable. The 
board of directors is still convinced that this struggle for a long future, perhaps forever, 
will decide the fate of the German people, and that the fate of the other Germanic 



peoples of Europe will be closely linked with it. " 

“In contrast to the German government, the French submitted a new defense law 
on June 16, 1914, despite the enormous burdens that France had taken on on August 7, 
1913 with three years of service; the most important innovations were the military 
organization of the youth and the reorganization of the reserves. " (Fiebig.) 

“On June 28, 1914, Archduke Franz Ferdinand of Austria and his wife were 
murdered in Sarajevo. As the 'Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung' reported on July 3, 
1914, orders were issued to put the entire English fleet at war by July 17, with reserves 
being withdrawn. These events did not worry Wilhelmstrasse in the least. It does not 
express any reservations about the emperor's trip to the north (Bethmann had even 
induced the emperor to travel. R. U.); Mr. v. B. H. begins his vacation in Hohenfmnow, 
and the German fleet is sent to Norway for exercises. Inquiries from scientific 
expeditions, shipping companies and the like to German consulates, embassies and other 
representatives of the Foreign Office as to whether there is a risk of war will be 
answered with 'No' on July 27, 1914. (Fiebig.) 

And in the face of such facts, the Social Democrats and the workers and soldiers 
council, which it has lied to, dare to claim that Germany had started the war and that the 
Kaiser was to blame for the whole misfortune. 

On July 25, 1914, Rumbold (Berlin) telegraphed Gray: “The Kaiser will 
unexpectedly return this evening, and the Undersecretary of State for the Foreign Office 
remarks that this step, which His Majesty is taking on his own initiative, is to be 
regretted, because it was possible exciting smells arise. " 

On July 27, 1914, State Secretary Jagow declared to the British Ambassador Sir 
Goschen, “that if Russia only mobilized in the south, Germany would remain inactive; 
but if the Russian mobilization extended to the north, Germany would be forced to call 
to arms as well. " 

“On July 30th, the Austrian-Hungarian government took a decisive step on the 
path of compliance by resuming direct negotiations with Russia and declaring that it was 
ready to enter into a material discussion of the note addressed to Serbia, which had 
hitherto been stubbornly refused. ” (Fiebig.) 

The decisive indulgence was brought about by pressure from the German 
government, which in turn speaks against the claim that Germany had rushed to death. 
On the contrary. 

“So, out of 'love of peace', Germany recognized Russia's justification to interfere 
in the Austrian-Serbian dispute, induced Austria to give up its 'stubborn refusal', and the 
wish of Russia and its allies to bring about peace not through any kind of concession by 
the three unions Also this time to buy Austria's 'indulgence', fulfilled. " (Fiebig.) 

Despite the telegram exchange between the German Emperor and the Tsar, the 
fate could no longer be stopped, as the Russian grand princes and the military party had 
already set the ball rolling. But no sooner has the policy of indulgence towards Russia 
collapsed than B. H. begins his policy of collapse towards England. 

In a conversation with the British ambassador Sir Goschen on July 29, 1914, “the 



Chancellor pointed out that the British government could be given any assurance that 
Germany would not seek any territorial conquest at the expense of France, even if 
Germany emerged victorious from such a war” . "In spite of the war, Belgium's integrity 
will be respected if Belgium has not fought against Germany." "Furst Lichnowsky even 
suggested that the integrity of France and its colonies could be guaranteed." - 
Furthermore, the German Chancellor offered the English government, “that as long as 
England remains neutral, our fleet will not attack the northern coast of France, that as 
long as Englad remains neutral, we were also ready, in the event of reciprocity, no 
hostile operations against them French merchant shipping. ” "So for the neutrality of 
England Germany has offered the integrity of Belgium, France and its colonies, and also 
the renunciation of any naval action against French shipping." 

Even on August 4, 1914, v. Jagow to Lichnowsky: “Have the good fortune to 
dispel any suspicions the British Government might have about our intentions by 
repeating very formal assurances that even in the event of an armed conflict with 
Belgium Germany does not want to appropriate Belgian territory under any pretext.” 
(Liebig.) 

So renouncing everything, although a neutrality of England and probably Belgium 
was out of the question. 

So although Belgium was assured of its integrity when not fighting, despite the 
fact that it was offered compensation before the invasion and that this was repeated after 
the fall of Liege, so the law was on our side after all, declared v. B. H. in the Reichstag: 
“Our troops have occupied Luxembourg, perhaps they have already entered Belgian 
territory. Gentlemen, that contradicts the requirements of international law. " "The 
injustice -1 speak openly - the injustice that we do with it, we will try to make amends 
as soon as our military goal is achieved." 

“With this word v. B. H. inflicted the greatest possible harm on the fatherland that 
he could ever inflict on it on this occasion; All the agitation of the Three-union against 
Germany abroad is based on this word to this day ... Even if the Chancellor was only 
half as well informed as any reader of the Alldeutsche Blatter, he had to explain to the 
Belgians with icy calm: You are out of the and highly suspicious of the reasons not to be 
able or willing to offer the necessary resistance to a French march through Belgium. As 
a result, we are left with nothing, etc. ” (Liebig.) 

One thinks of the “injustice” which England began against Greece when it landed 
in Salonika and which it continued with unheard of harsh harshness by all means up to 
the compulsion to participate in the war, without any apology. 

On August 4th, B. H. declared at the British declaration of war: "My whole policy 
has collapsed." Despite his own declaration of incompetence, he did not go, but stayed 
in office. 

The submarine war that Germany began in response to the British blockade was 
a vital necessity for us. Only it was not led as it was initially planned, namely ruthlessly. 

By dominating the seas on the part of England, it was able to achieve the first 
victory to displace the German war and merchant navy from all seas, and the second to 



prevent neutral trade with Germany. “Tripitz wanted to tackle the matter the other way 
round; At first he intended to open the door to neutral trade with Germany by preventing 
British trade, and then threw himself on the navy. But gentlemen v. Bethmann and 
Bemstorff did not allow him. The huge Mr. Wilson's frown was too terrible. " (Liebig.) 

“It goes without saying that England felt somewhat disturbed in its comfort by the 
U-boat war, and since the American trade in ammunition and other contraband suffered 
as well, it was easy for England to get its loyal servant Wilson into the German U-boats 
rushing English waters ... 

U-boat warfare is being dismantled. (Ships sunk in the North Sea: September 16, 
October 1, to 15 November 0.) Under the prescribed conditions, passenger steamers can 
no longer be torpedoed at all, even if they have their bellies full of ammunition and 
artillery. But with the latter, neither Americans nor British, but only Germans are shot 
dead. And how the submarines are supposed to do it, to save the crew and passengers of 
American merchant ships loaded with weapons and ammunition before they destroy the 
ships, will also remain the eternal diplomatic secret of Mr. von Bethmann and Mr. 
Bemstorff. And public opinion is quietly reassured with the assurance that the submarine 
war - which Tirpitz was never allowed to wage as he wished - had not produced the fruit 
it had hoped for. But that's not the point. 

The question is whether a state that is self-respecting can let go of it in the way 
Wilson has liked to Germany. " (Liebig.) 

From a letter printed in the “Suddeutsche Zeitung” of January 17, 1919 from Prof. 
Dr. Dietrich Schafer take the following from: “If you have been told that 'the mthless U- 
Boat war was nothing more than a hoax and a bluff, you can rely on Tirpitz and on a 
statement he made against me should, called, this is one of the most shameless lies that 
has ever been conceived ... 

The submarine trade war was announced by Bethmann Hollweg on February 4, 
1915, against the opinion and advice of the Naval Minister von Tirpitz. Two days in 
advance he had strongly advised against taking the step, because the number of 
submarines was not enough to carry out the war with certain success. The declaration 
went out anyway. Once it was issued, Tirpitz consistently held the opinion that the war 
must now be carried out with all vigor, and he was resolutely against any objection to 
America in the 'Lusitania' and then in the 'Ancona' case yield. At that time he repeatedly 
submitted his dismissal, and it was only withdrawn on the basis of the Emperor's 
promise that he should be involved in all negotiations in which England might be 
involved. 

On February 8, 1916, the so-called intensified submarine war was declared, 
according to which enemy merchant ships were to be treated like warships. That too 
happened against Tripitz's will. He rightly asked how one can recognize that a ship is 
hostile and that it is armed, since English merchant ships sail under a neutral flag and 
hide their guns. The February 8 declaration does not set a deadline. The simultaneous 
Austrian decree stipulates a grace period of three weeks. Since it was rightly assumed 
that Germany and Austria acted equally, it was generally believed that the intensified 



submarine war would begin on March 1, 1916. This should be decided on March 4th and 
5th at headquarters in Charleville. Tirpitz was not called into this hearing. When he 
asked the head of the civil cabinet whether he should not be summoned, it was replied 
that there was no instruction. He then went on a six-week vacation to strengthen his 
health. The answer was an invitation to seek his release, which happened on March 15, 
1916. On the same day the government announced in the papers that the intensified 
submarine war was in full swing. In reality it was not so, and when Gerard filed an 
American protest on April 20, 1916, the May 4th reply was given in. " So much for the 
“Suddeutsche Zeitung”. 

The previously waged submarine cruiser war, which cost us many submarines by 
submarine traps, nearly paralyzed our submarine warfare, whereby it was achieved that 
England could be saved the critical supply economy by England was able to stock up so 
abundantly for a whole year that this year that was lost for us could not be recovered by 
the one and a half year intensified submarine war, which significantly prolonged the war 
and made great sacrifices of property and blood. 

America's first breach of neutrality began with the four-way union not only being 
supplied with weapons, but also with the whole of America being transformed into a 
large arms factory. 

“America's second gross breach of neutrality was the purely one-sided claim to 
international law; it allowed all of England's violations of neutrality to go by without or 
with only very lame opposition, while it immediately put up the crudest protection 
against Germany, as soon as it believed itself to be marginally disadvantaged. " (Liebig.) 

Germany continued to fall back so as not to offend America. “America’s response 
to German submission was as one would certainly expect. First of all, it decided, in 
addition to the ammunition that had been delivered up to now, to also deliver the silver 
bullets to England, which, as is well known, will be used for the final victory over 
Germany. On October 13, 1915, the English Loan Act was passed in America in the 
House of Commons, and American business was done. " (Liebig.) 

America was now united with the Quadruple Union for better or for worse. It had 
to prevent defeat by all means in order to save its money. The submarine war did nothing 
to change this fact. 

The internal politics of the B.-system with its fluctuations towards the social 
democrats, towards the Poles and Prussians can only be explained as follows: 

“The result is a strangely clear picture that applies to everything if one takes two 
dominant causes as a basis for the apparitions: One is the wish of Mr. v. B. H. to receive 
his services as Chancellor of the Fatherland. If one also assumes that the chancellor is 
surrounded by advisers who, for natural reasons, appear to be identical to the interests of 
German Jewry with the true interests of the German people, and that he would make the 
mistake of feeling like chancellor of the German people when he was chancellor of 
German Jewry, one gains the key to a further series of phenomena. There is a close 
connection between the two causes, since Mr. v. B. H. can only survive with the help of 
the press and the parties of Judaism. " (Liebig.) In the last decade the Kaiser too was 



surrounded and betrayed by Jews like Ballin, Rathenau, Friedlander-Fuld, James Simon, 
not by conservatives and Pan-Germans. 

The policy of understanding, even where it is completely inappropriate and of the 
greatest harm to us, shows itself towards the Poles. Mr. v. B. H. said on August 18, 1915: 
“I hope that today's occupation of the Polish borders towards Often will represent the 
beginning of a development that will end the old contradictions between Germans and 
Poles and that the country freed from the Russian yoke will have a happy future was 
met. " Instead of the fact that, as in the section “Our War Aims in the Often” based on a 
certain knowledge of Polish insatiability and greed for power, Poland is required to be 
kept under appropriate pressure, all the more as it is used to the “Russian yoke” and 
therefore for freedom was not yet ripe, as had to be seen with horror after the revolution. 

What means Mr. v. B. H. uses to remain in office, shows his behavior towards the 
social democracy. “As every connoisseur expected, the German workforce accepted the 
call to arms without hesitation. The Social Democratic leadership would have been 
driven to all devils by the German workers; the whole social democracy would have 
blown up if the party leadership had issued a different slogan. " (Liebig.) 

“A capable government could and must use the wonderful atmosphere that 
permeated the entire German people, especially at the beginning, to cleanse our empire 
of its anti-patriotic and patriotic elements, not through police measures, but through 
skillful leadership. The war had given the government the means to pull the workers 
over to the national side and to wrest them from the social democratic leadership 
through generous improvements in housing conditions, lowering the old-age insurance 
limit, etc. Instead, the government is pursuing a policy which already makes this 
leadership appear as the originators and initiators of all future social innovations and 
which ties the workers even more closely to them ... 

What a splendid instrument of national future and greatness a capable statesman 
could forge out of our people in these days, and how miserably and pitifully our political 
leadership has failed in this respect too. " (Theuden.) 

“But the Chancellor of the German Reich, in his political unfamiliarity with the 
world, manages the incredible feat of equating social democracy and German workers; 
he deserves credit for the social democracy, which at the moment of the fatherland 
threat, contrary to all democratic doctrines and educational skills, broke through in the 
German worker. And as a result of this cock-busted mix-up, a mockery does not begin, 
of course, of the German workers, but of social democracy and liberalism, which 
conjure up the worst internal dangers over our fatherland. (Liebig.) 

V. B. H. laid the cornerstone for the flourishing of social democracy, for its 
dissatisfaction and thus for the revolution. All states had set war goals from the start, 
except Germany. England sought an uninterrupted land route from Egypt via Arabia, 
Persia to India, as well as the possession of Calais. France wanted Alsace-Lorraine and 
the left bank of the Rhine. Russia lusted after Constantinople, Italy after the unredeemed 
areas. Undoubtedly, the advocacy of these war aims in the respective countries had to 
have a cheering effect on the soldiers, because they too hope not only to improve their 



future living conditions, but also, under certain circumstances, land and settlement 
opportunities, so they had nothing but “real guarantees” for their struggles . 

With such hopes for the future, the German soldiers' fighting could not be made 
easier, since we were only waging a “defensive war”. Even in view of the shameful raid 
of our enemies, long prepared by the encirclement policy, our government could not 
make up its mind to punish them by taking land for their predatory intentions. For this 
reason, land in the west was foregone from the outset and the rest of the time was often 
left to chance. How cheering on our brave warriors it must have had when the aim of the 
war was the recapture of the Baltic provinces that had been stolen from us, the salvation 
of Baltic Germanness, and when at the same time the warriors were offered rural 
homecoming in these areas as a prize had been. 

How quite differently had the purpose of their heroism been revealed in the heads 
of our field horrors; then at least they knew “what they are fighting for”. What a 
wonderful goal to fight for “free land”! 

The government had to designate the Flemish coast as a war goal in the west, the 
property of which was so tenaciously defended in the terrible battles. The purpose of 
taking possession of the land was the “freedom of the seas”, the liberation of the world 
from English naval rule, the freedom of our trade, as well as the affiliation of our brother 
tribe, the Flemish. 

Because the assertion of the “freedom of the seas” thrown at us by Wilson, which 
the B.-System diplomacy in good faith immediately fell for, is only possible for us if we 
were in a position to unite England at any time to be able to exert pressure if it wanted to 
disrupt our trade or block our ports. Both are only conceivable, not through paper 
contracts, but through power, and the latter is only applicable if we have come into 
possession of the Flemish coast. Then we would have been able to defend our colonies, 
including the Belgian Congo, which was intended as the only war target, while without 
the Flemish coast the colonies could be taken from us at any time. 

In his speech to the chancellor on August 18, 1915, v. B. H .: "For our own 
protection and for the health of all peoples, we must achieve the liberation of the world's 
oceans, not to rule them alone, as England wants, but so that they can be of equal service 
to all peoples." As the liberation v. B. H. thinks, but he did not reveal it, because the war 
showed that this could not have been achieved with our fleet. 

It was only logical that the B.-system suppressed all powerful expressions of 
national men who demanded territorial expansion with force. The memorandum of the 
lawyer Class, chief executive of the Pan-German Association, which was sent in two 
thousand pieces to statesmen, politicians and leading men in the autumn of 1914, was 
not only confiscated, but the author was and had to be put under mailing ban put up with 
various house searches. 

In England, France or America the government had supported such a man or a 
patriotic association by all means. 

On the other hand, all negative statements were allowed to be disseminated 
unhindered and the German people were to be prepared to renounce. Professor Hans 



Delbrack was allowed to represent the “principle of European equilibrium”, Prof. 
Oncken spoke of the “elastic means of realpolitik”, Dr. Paul Rohrbach from the “Work 
of German Culture Abroad”, Prof. Dr. Phil. Zorn was allowed to write “that we are 
mainly satisfied”, and the Secretary of State a. D. Demburg was able to say that 
“Germany is not thinking of enlarging”. The enemies could not, of course, be irritated 
with such statements. 

Japan. Mr. v. B. H. in his speech of June 5, 1916, declared, in addition to the 
repeated assurances that his attempt at reconciliation with England had not succeeded, as 
well as: “Then, gentlemen, the long disproved story that we made a large loan to Japan 
before the outbreak of war our side could have pulled. Right as a fantasy. " Count 
Reventlow writes in his book “Germany's Foreign Policy”: “The Japanese government 
wanted to get closer relations with the German Reich. The Japanese ambassador 
Sugimura, who was in Berlin at the time (1913/14), made no secret of the fact that he 
saw a successful implementation of this endeavor as the purpose of his ambassadorial 
activity. Unfortunately, however, this endeavor was not successful because the German 
side (no doubt because of the understanding with England because of the v. L.) did not 
make the necessary concession. " 

According to the report of a missionary who relied on statements made by his son 
in Tsingtau, it is said: “The Japanese commander in chief said after the capture at a 
reception of the German non-soldiers who were allowed to stay in Tsingtau: He 
sincerely regrets that it will be The battle for Tsingtau had to come, but what could Japan 
have done differently? - Germany should have known and had known that joining Japan 
with England was only a question of money for Japan. Japan had asked Germany to 
advance the money to him to pay the last loan interest due, in order to get rid of the 
English obligations; but Count Rex had harshly refused. Japan had also proposed a 
treaty that it would recognize China north of the Yangtze only as Germany's sphere of 
interest. That was also rejected outright. It is the misfortune of Germany that it has such 
bad diplomatic representatives abroad. " 

And these facts, which gave the war a completely different face and cut it by 
years, dared v. B. H. to present the German people as a fantasy. Hence v. B. H. been the 
worst prolonger of the war. 

Asquith said in Queenshall on August 5, 1916, quite correctly: "Never before has 
such a great error crept into the confused and dodgy structure of German diplomacy as 
that, England will remain neutral and Belgium will allow the march through." 

Romania. “When Germany and Austria wanted to buy that year's grain harvest 
from Romania in 1914, Romania responded with an export ban. The grain bought and 
paid for before August 1st was also not delivered for more than a year. For this purpose, 
the railroad cars sent to Romania to collect this grain were kept by the Romanians and 
used for their purposes. Germans and Austrians returning from Russia via Rumania were 
transported through Rumania in cattle wagons, hungry and thirsty, and under high 
treatment. After the severe Russian defeats in 1915 and the Bulgarian-German 
breakthrough to Turkey, Romania began to fear for the sale of its grain stores, its main 



source of income, and it sold on December 23, 1915 for incredibly expensive money and 
under very harsh conditions ( 600 francs tax in gold on each wagon, position of the 
wagons by the powers, etc.) 50,000 wagons of grain to the middle powers. (Liebig.) 

Die Lieferung wurde sehr erschwert, so dass erst bis Ende Marz 40000 Waggons 
befordert wurden. 

However, the B.-system did not notice the least thing from this behavior on the 
part of Romania. The “Neue Zurcher Zeitung” of September 7, 1916 wrote: “Romania 
needed money, needed medicine, just to fight the war, and that is what the central 
powers gave him.” 

“If Germany hadn't delivered twenty wagons of medical goods to Romania, the 
Romanian army would probably have been helpless in sanitary terms after just four 
weeks. English diplomats had obtained the Romanian grain cheaper. " (Liebig.) 

“On May 5, 1916, Undersecretary Zimmermann declared in a press conference 
that the intensified submarine warfare and the break with America, which the 
government believes inevitably linked to it, must be avoided. Among other things, 
because otherwise Romania, which had only recently understood a more favorable turn 
in its policy, would in all probability declare itself against us ... On August 17, 1916, 
Romania declared war on Austria. The submarine war had not intensified, and the break 
with America had not occurred. In contrast, u. a. the weakness of B.'s policy towards 
America has the effect of finally turning Romania away from us and towards the 
Quadruple Association. " (Liebg.) 

The “Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung” had published on August 28, 1916 a 
report from Bucharest of August 27, which was distributed by the Wolffbureau. a. said: 
"Serious politicians are firmly convinced that Romania will continue to remain neutral." 
In fact, Mr. v. B. H. also “surprised” by this declaration of war thanks to our well- 
informed envoy in Romania. 

“This now complete collapse of the policy of Mr. von B. H. was also worthy of 
the external circumstances in the uninterrupted series of B-system defeats. It was not, for 
example, a decisive military turn in favor of the Quadruple Union that made Romania 
appear risk-free, but on the contrary a deterioration in the Quadruple Union situation. 

The Russian as well as the Anglo-French offensive had stalled; In Russia, under the 
impression of the enormous losses, the mood was such that in England there was serious 
fear that Russia would turn away; General Sarrail's army in Salonika was in a very 
dangerous position. And under these circumstances the art of English diplomacy 
succeeds not only in persuading Italy to declare war on Germany, which was of more 
formal importance, but also in persuading Romania to join the four-league, which 
thereby jeopardized its entire existence. ” (Liebig.) 

“The opportunity for male access to Romania was given when, after the 
breakthrough battle of Gorlice and the defeat of Serbia, Russians and Serbs were 
condemned to inactivity for months. At that time everyone expected the victorious 
armies to march on to Saloniki and to finish off the enemy standing there. Then Greece 
was restored to its rulers' rights and it was presumably also possible to persuade it to join 



the Central Powers. Apart from Greece, the opportunity was then given to give Romania 
the ultimatum: either affiliation with the Central Powers or war. In view of the situation 
and its military unpreparedness, it had very carefully considered choosing war, and we 
had been supplied with grain, petroleum, eggs, etc. until the end of the war. Had Tirpitz 
been allowed to fight England at the same time, then, according to all human judgment, 
the war would have ended in the autumn of 1916 with a complete German victory. Lloyd 
George said in the House of Commons on August 22, 1916: "Germany missed its 
opportunity." (Liebig.) 

Even so, our victorious armies overran Romania in a short time. In Prance, 
however, the mood plummeted and deepened. Whole regiments mutinied, and we could 
have ended the fight victorious in the winter of 1916/17, if we had waited for an offer of 
peace from Prance, which would undoubtedly have come. 

Our peace offer. In this favorable situation for us, Romania was overthrown, the 
Chancellor of the German Reich managed to offer peace to the enemy on December 12, 
1916. 

While we, as the victors of the democratic left, give in and ask for peace, the 
hostile democratic states suppress every word of peace. In America the friends of Peace 
are sentenced to long prison terms, and in parliamentary Prance not only were the 
mutinies suppressed with an iron fist, but also the Friends of Peace - the defeatists - were 
unceremoniously rendered harmless. Of course, our peace offer was interpreted as weak 
by all means of advertising, which had the consequence that the mood of the enemy, 
which had reached the point of zero, heightened to the boiling point and Germany was 
showered with mockery and derision; Clemenceau made it possible for the offensive 
spirit to re-enter the French gentleman and for the latter to offer us the most bitter 
resistance for another two years. 

In spite of this disastrous effect of our peace offer, the government came out with 
a number of the same offers in the course of the war - which we can ignore - each time 
with the same effect, of course. Germans are naturally minded, and our B.-System 
politicians apparently believed that our enemies had the same feelings. The Kaiser spoke 
very correctly of a struggle between two world views, the idealistic German-Germanic 
and the Anglo-Saxon capitalist. 

“Voerbund and Zehnverband offer the following picture in this situation: On the 
one hand, a government that offers peace under, as its confidants reveal, conditions that 
are very favorable for the enemy, and a press that for the most part uses this offer as a 
welcomed a redemptive act. On the other hand, governments which proudly declare that 
Germany must first be crushed before they can think of peace, and a press that 
indignantly rejects the expectation of a negotiation before the peace can be dictated 
according to their wishes. On the one hand the image of a government that has become 
insecure, longing for peace and a war-weary country greedily seizing every glimmer of 
peace, on the other hand strong men with strong people behind them who are 
unwaveringly pursuing their war aims. " (Liebig.) 

If v. B. H. told an American press representative: “Again and again we have 



declared ourselves ready to enter into peace negotiations. Our statements have never met 
with any response. In some places they have even been interpreted as expressions of 
weakness and fear, ’’said the Chancellor in a pathetic indictment that does not suggest 
the slightest knowledge of the enemy's psyche. 

“Furthermore, in world history the victor has never offered peace, but always the 
conquered, even if no one has ever admitted that he is at the end of his strength, but 
always like Mr. v. B. H. has emphasized his strength. " (Liebig.) 

Now the left has called the first peace we made a “violent peace”, despite the 
shameful two-month delay in negotiations by the Russian Jewish negotiators Trotsky 
(Braunstein) and Lenin (Sederblom), rather the opposite. Those who know Russian 
conditions claim that our acceptance of the wishes of the Russian negotiators, who 
played with us like a cat with a mouse, even though we were the victors, not only 
seriously damaged our reputation in all of Russia, but also damaged Bolshevism Neck 
stiffened. 

If we had asked for the Baltic provinces (Courland, Lithuania, Livonia and 
Estonia) in a nutshell, we had received these formerly German areas without a murmur, 
as the removal of this little corner of the huge empire Russia, which has only 25 people 
per square kilometer, in contrast to 125 in Germany, had no effect at all. 

“The peace of Brest-Litovsk was never perceived as a violent peace anywhere in 
Russia (where one was accustomed to. RU), ather, it initially appeared as the peace of 
mind from which the imminent overthrow of Bolshevism is expected,, and this hope is 
in Russia revived with the expansion of the Ukraine campaign on the Black Sea, even 
with the murder of Count Mirbach, which a state like the German Reich could not stand 
up to. In the meantime, however, our diplomacy had fallen back into the Bethmannsche 
swamp. " (Prof. Haug.) 

Our political aimlessness, the daily pulling out of the social democratic and 
democratic press under the leadership of the “Frankfurter Zeitung” and the “Berliner 
Tageblatt” against the “violent peace” of Brest-Litovsk and the declaration of the 
necessity of its cancellation had to strengthen not only the Bolsheviks, but also stiffen 
the necks of our western enemies. Now our troops had been called to the Ukraine by the 
manufacturers and landowners to protect the big capital, which was almost exclusively 
in Jewish hands. Instead of permanently tying the Ukrainian peasants to themselves by 
dividing up the large estates, the latter was protected and these peasants were made into 
refinement, which made the promised “bread” peace impossible. Not only was the 
western front released by the fragmentation of VA million German troops in Russia, but 
injected the spiritual plague of Bolshevism into a large number of these troops, thus 
laying the foundation for the revolution. 

While the peace of Brest-Litovsk to this extent still safeguards German concerns 
with regard to the annexation of the Germans in the Oftsee provinces, the peace of 
Bucharest, in which Kuhlmann was able to freely switch from the German side, has the 
character of a purely Jewish bank and trader peace , a so-called “open door” peace. If 
our enemies had long been hoping from the previous “achievements” of our B.-System 



diplomats in their favor that the pen regularly spoils what the sword has made good, they 
could draw a change for the future, despite them knew that our army could not be 
defeated. But they counted on our diplomats and the Germans' self-breading in political 
matters. 

In addition, since 1916, through hired defectors, as the leader of the independents, 
Father, openly declared, the enemies had and were able to have the most precise and 
continuous knowledge not only of the intended revolution and the progress of our 
internal disintegration, but also of all the processes of the Central Powers therefore, 
count on our collapse with certainty, if only they continued the war for a few more years. 
That is why they rejected all peace offers. 

The preparation for the revolution only came to public knowledge in Germany 
when, in the summer of 1917, Reich Chancellor Michaelis and State Secretary Capelle 
opposed the Rubbish in the fleet, not only finding no support, but also being opposed by 
Abgeodnete Haussmann and his member of the parliamentary group Naumann took 
protection of the MP Dittmann. The entire majority in the Reichstag also failed 
completely and must therefore be called complicit in our misery. 

The gravedigger. “It would mean violating the duty of the conscientious 
chronicler,” writes Junius Alter in the book “The German Empire on the Way to the 
Historical Episode” (Publishing House J. F. Lehmann, Munich), “not to commemorate 
two men in this context - Matthias Erzbergers and Philipp Scheidemanns - who 
fortunately do not have the power, but have the potential to become grave diggers of the 
empire." 

Otherwise an insignificant size, Scheidemann thrived under the Chancellor's sun 
of grace and rose to a decisive position. "Was he really just the secret boss of the Reich 
Chancellery, or even the secret chancellor himself?" "It is very similar with Mr. 
Erzberger's surprising career, only that this politician, spurred on by excessive vanity to 
extreme ambition, is a good deal more dangerous than his colleague." His activity 
extended mainly to secret diplomatic broadcasts. In any case, Mr. Erzberger's diplomatic 
successes in Rome and Bucharest were in inverse proportion to his business activity. 

The Reichstag resolution of July 19, 1917 with its unrestricted declaration of 
renunciation of peace by the majority of the Reichstag gave the Reichstag the fatal blow. 
Now the “parliamentarization” and “democratization” called for by Wilson could make 
rapid progress. 

Our enemies knew that the German Michel could most easily be divided and 
divided on domestic political matters. That is why these slogans were spread in the 
hostile, neutral and left-wing democratic press in Germany until they had their effect. In 
addition, Wilson declared that he only wanted to make peace with a parliamentary 
government; so the other had to be overthrown before we could keep the peace. It was 
not asked whether the western plant of parliamentarization would also fit our German- 
Germanic circumstances. As is well known, only the emperor could appoint ministers 
from non-parliamentarians. Even if he made mistakes in the selection, he was not 
dependent on big business. That is why the government was above the parties. 



In the democratic America, which has always been modeled by our kinky parties, 
Wilson appoints his ministers and state secretaries himself, and not from 
parliamentarians, as in the constitutional monarchy. The parliament is only a legislative 
factor and has no legal influence on the executive, which belongs to the president alone. 
Only in this way was it possible for Wilson to reject the frequent note for the purpose of 
initiating peace negotiations within half an hour without consulting the “free” American 
people. America had never started war with us when Wilson had to consult Parliament. 
That is why he had previously quite undemocratic, unrestricted monopoly powers. So 
he was free from the people's side and only had to act in the spirit of American big 
capitalism, of which he was the agent. In a monarchy, this kind of influence by traders' 
interests is as good as impossible. 

Democratic France is the land of corruption. In it only those of big capital rule 
France is the land of corruption. Only those presidents who are submissive to big 
business and who are elected by its money - as in America - rule in it. Every president, 
however, immediately puts his whole lot into the ministerial posts. Likewise, all officials 
who are not favored by the president are removed. The entire bureaucratic apparatus is 
adversely affected by this frequent change in the short reign of the President and his 
followers. While the officials of the bureaucratic system start from below and rise 
upwards and therefore know exactly all branches of their administrative service, the 
repeated change of presidents and ministers brings completely incapable, for this 
profession untrained people into positions which they, if to some extent "trained", are 
with lose the next bill of exchange if they do not sacrifice their political convictions. It is 
clear that under these circumstances one cannot speak of a fruitful work and, above all, 
larger works that require years of preparatory work will not be tackled at all. 

While bureaucratic selection still buried a certain amount of bureaucratic efficacy, 
parliamentary selection does not protect us from gossip, demagogues, and businessmen, 
whom it rather demands. That is why lawyers and journalists play the most important 
role in countries ruled by parliament. The “people” doesn't have much to say, however, 
but is kept in the dark with democratic phrases. 

The parliamentary government was born on October 5th, 1918, when the 
Reichstag was opened under the Reich Chancellor Prince Max von Baden, Vice 
Chancellor Payer (who spoke of the dawn of a “new era in world history”), the new state 
secretaries , Your Excellencies Scheidemann, Erzberger and Bauer. They achieved this 
post by subordinating the welfare of the fatherland to their party-political goals and 
personal strivings. Germany's internal power first had to be broken before they could 
take the helm of the state ship they had taken into the whirlpool to save it from sinking. 

The Frankfurter Zeitung, which was not burdened by representing the national and 
popular interests of Germany, wrote at the time: “The new men, without fear of 
misinterpretation, let it be said, will have to be the opposite, personalities who are 
'basically revolutionary', men of strong, radical determination, which, far from being 
used as a backdrop for the fact that everything would actually remain the same, and 
conversely, with a hot, passionate will to seek and create the new. It will certainly not be 



enough for them if they are anointed with the now popular drops of Demotratos dels. 

The time is past for such peaceful anointing. What we expect from them is the storm 
wind that sweeps away the rotten old and relentlessly breaks whatever should stand in its 
way." 

The “Frankfurter Zeitung” knew even then that the revolution was being prepared, 
and it demanded it wherever it could. Parliamentarism and democratization, as 
preliminary stages to the revolution, had to bring about the collapse. 

Prussian militarism was the other catchphrase of our enemies. It must be 
destroyed in order to rid the world of this pressure. Long before the war, the 
“Frankfurter Zeitung”, the “Berliner Tageblatt” and the “Vorwarts” had supplied the 
spiritual waters for this struggle to the enemy by relentlessly gnawing at this strong 
hearing of German strength and power. In the end, the whole world cursed this insatiable 
militarism. Alwin Saenger wrote very correctly in the social democratic weekly “Die 
Glocke”: “Why does the world not fulfill a call to annihilation against English marinism 
today, since comrade Mr. Branting had the courage to justify the role of English world 
domination that was expected of his fatherland with the words : 'It would be an 
unfriendly act against the power that rules the sea if one tried to paralyze its superiority.' 
Why no protest, no flaming indignation, no indictment, no condemnation? Because we 
Germans, in our unsuspecting political child's game, ensured that the world today 
believes that German militarism is the most dangerous. German politics. Prussian 
militarism is the most aggressive - whistles at the democratic organs in every comer of 
the world. Why? Because from 1700 to 1914 England fought 49 wars, France 35 wars, 
and Germany (Pmssia) 13 wars. Because the powerful military state of Pmssia-Germany 
was the only world power that in the last two generations only wanted to create a place 
in the sun through its peaceful cultural work and national efficacy, while all other great 
powers down to the state of'sacred selfishness' had a conquering policy of robbery 
operated with military force. " 

This explanation, given too late by the social democratic side, had to be carried 
into the people in good time by the government. But v. Bethmann-Hollweg then had not 
been able to make his word: “I want to get Pmssia small”. 

“Militarism” received the rest in the Reichstag through the verdict of the 
parliamentary government. Editor Kuttner wrote in “Vorwarts” that it was of particular 
importance for the success of the revolution that the Haussmannian government 
removed the power of the state and placed the military under civil authority. 

With the slogans “parliamentarism”, “democratization” and “militarism” the 
enemies believed that they could not fully achieve their war goals of breaking up 
Germany, which is why they threw us down even more. 

The principle of rationality and the right to self-determination to “protect the 
little peoples” was proclaimed and greedily taken up again by our left press, because it 
fit perfectly into the democratic program. Of course, our ideological left-wing politicians 
had no idea that this catchphrase was thrown into the political stmggle by England and 
its allies only in order to bring about internal strife and the disintegration of the 



European middle states. Any reasonably wise man should be able to imagine that the 
right to self-determination should not be applied to the Indians, Irish, Boers, Spaniards 
(Gibraltar) ruled by England, or to the French colonial peoples in Algeria and Morocco. 

It was most greedily taken up by the ethnic groups of the mosaic state of Austria, where 
the disintegration and dissolution took place very quickly. The Czechs, South Slavs, 
Poles and Italians were allowed to sing the song of the disintegration of Austria due to 
the people's right to self-determination in the re-appointed Austrian Reichsrat with ever 
louder voices, until finally on October 17, 1918, through an imperial manifesto through 
the formation of four nationality states, the disintegration Austria is sealed as a closed 
state structure. 

The Poles, too, understood the right to self-determination according to their own 
interests and were pushing forward step by step in West Prussia, conquering one place 
after another as far as Bentschen, whose immensely important train station they 
threatened. They demanded Danzig and penetrated into Upper Silesia without resistance. 
At the peace agreement you could have said that all of this land belongs to us and must 
therefore remain with us according to Wilson's principles. They did not think of letting 
the overwhelming majority of German residents vote whether they want to stay German 
or become Polish. That the flames of revolt could flare up so violently in the Often 
times, we have to thank the childlike development of the gentlemen v. Gerlach and 
Ernst,, who, since they do not care about the psyche of the Poles any more than v. 
Bethmann Hollweg knew, were ripped off by them. With the Poles too, the national 
passions are making waves higher than with us. Every other people, when it fights for its 
nationality, always feels that it is right and stakes it in the midst of high treason, like the 
Poles now. No wonder the Germans are failing everywhere. 

The enemies are not thinking of granting the Alsace-Lorraine people the right to 
self-determination, on the contrary, they are not only annexing the country, but also 
expelling thousands of Germans who have to let their belongings in the lurch. In 
addition, on January 21, 1919, Foch demanded that the Rhine should form the border for 
strategic reasons. German democracy is still too young and superficial to offer a 
guarantee that the German people will want revenge for their defeat in a few years. Foch 
also demands the expulsion from the neutral area of all those involved in the war who 
did not live there before August 1, 1914. Whether the Germans perceive these measures 
as contrary to international law on the basis of the “right to self-determination” 
proclaimed by Wilson is not asked. 

International law is interpreted and applied by the winners in a way that suits 
them best. So right at the beginning of the war England disregarded and invalidated so- 
called international law through the hunger blockade, the Baralong trap, etc. Likewise, it 
did not ask whether the pressing of Greece to participate in the war, whether the gagging 
of the neutrals were rights violations. His advantage alone was an issue. 

The “right” peace that the German ideologues expected will then fail. Already 
wrote “Daily Chronicle” on October 9th, 1916: “The working classes of Germany will 
have to work in the future - harder than before - but no longer for German capitalists, but 



for foreign governments.” At the meeting of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce in 
July 1918, Chairman Stocker said: “We must insist that conditions are imposed on the 
Central Powers at the conclusion of peace which not only destroy them militarily, but 
also make them so completely crippled in economic terms that they become disrupted 
will not be able to straighten up in the next fifty years. " 

The League of Nations was served up to us by Wilson as a further catchphrase, 
which demanded the softening of the bones of the German national feeling as a result of 
the confidence of the German disposition. This apparently marvelous goal was received 
with delight by our B.-system politicians, democrats and social democrats, despite the 
fact that the national gazettes demonstrated the impossibility of such a “covenant”. In 
the example of little Austria with its peoples who are constantly fighting one another, it 
should make clear to every thinking politician the nonsense of a people's league of the 
earth. It is really naive that we ask our enemies to be accepted into the covenant. As if 
the enemies wanted to form a covenant for our sake to protect us, when they want to 
crush us through the war and put us economically cold after the war! If we are accepted 
into the League of Nations, in which our enemies stand together as a bloc, this will 
happen under conditions that will gag us economically for ever and consolidate the 
Anglo-Saxon global position of power for all time. In the end, in the event of disputes, 
our people's army was in the form of a police force, which had to protect the interests of 
the other great powers and had to bleed for them. That is what the League of Nations 
wants, but not a “fraternization” of “humanity”! 

Through all these slogans of peace “without annexations and compensations”, of 
the “freedom of the seas”, of the “right to self-determination”, of “Prussian militarism”, 
of “changing the Prussian electoral law”, of “parliamentarization” and 
“democratization”, by “international law” and “League of Nations” the unity of the 
German home front was deliberately subverted by our enemies.. These hostile slogans, 
devised to our detriment, which were constantly proclaimed to us partly by the press, 
partly by the mouths of foreign statesmen, and which, with the exception of the right- 
wing press, were believed and accepted without contradiction, caused such a mass 
suggestion in Germany, a spiritual contamination that our political and then also 
military defeat must have brought about. The enemy relied on the well-known 
confidence of the German Michel, who had learned nothing during the war. The enemies 
found the best tool for their plans in our left-wing social-democratic-democratic press, 
which absorbed all the poisonous lumps of poison thrown from the enemy and spread 
them with tenacity. The angry criticism and abuse of all state and military institutions 
had to not only undermine the home front, but also spread to the outside front. This not 
only destroyed our belief in a German future as planned, but also paralyzed the fighters' 
confidence in victory, who became tired and indifferent and finally no longer knew 
“what they were actually fighting for”. 

The press. The worst thing was that our fighters at the front were lied to by the 
social democratic and democratic papers that we could have peace in 1915, 1916 and 
1917 if we wanted, but that our army leaders had refused these offers. Count Ezernin 



admitted in his confessions that “we never received an offer of peace from the Entente”. 
Our fighters had to forbid this tremendous lie, just as they were given by the utterance of 
v. Kuhlmanns said that a military decision was impossible, that they lost faith in 
themselves and that fighting on was pointless. 

What the press has achieved against Germany by inciting the people has already 
been explained in detail in this book. It is now also known that France spent over $ 22 
billion on war purposes in Russia before the war. But that was not enough for the 
British, so Lord Northcliffe (nee Isaak Stem) was appointed British Propaganda Minister 
to initiate the press campaign to politically incite the Germans and their alliances. 
Tremendous amounts of money were used there. England acted this way during the Boer 
War. Cecil Rhodes million dollar fund and secret society have defeated the brave Boers. 
“Later,” writes “Der Leuchtturm” in November 1918, “the Anglo-American Carnegie, 
the well-known billionaire, publicly donated 40 million marks as the first installment 
and secretly a further 80 million marks to this fund. This money should be used for 
propaganda, for bribery and to buy professors, teachers of international law, press 
people, parliamentarians, ministers and similar influential personalities ... 

So in the non-English countries 'intellectual workers' should be hired who, in the 
tone of conviction, the apparent presentation of evidence, with persuasion and with lies, 
naturally 'scientifically founded' and as 'in the interest of the state', in the 'people's 
interest', in the Interest of'freedom', of'peace', of'justice', of 'truth' and with similar 
fictitious reasons and posters should prepare the guiding thought that England is the 
natural leader of mankind. In the event of war, these people, bribed and bought by 
Anglo-American gold, were supposed to agitate in favor of Engnds and sow discord and 
disagreement in the countries hostile to England, to strengthen the opposition, to incite 
and incite rebellion, in short, to tear the enemy Bolks unit into a multitude of mutually 
fighting groups, and in particular undermine trust in management and government.... 
“This was only possible through the organ of a secret society; this secret society could 
then be funded and understaffed by the English government as needed." 

Lord Northcliffe was, of course, a member of this secret society, which 
undoubtedly worked with untold millions during the war. Without this press activity, 
England had lost the war. But since the Entente already knew for sure in 1916 that we 
were going to disagree internally, it spared no means to wear us down. If we had a 
purposeful political government that only represented German people's and national 
interests and knew how to keep the national spirit alive, the Entente had not counted on 
our collapse, but offered us peace as early as the spring of 1917, and the press campaign 
stopped. In this way, however, Lloyd George was able to thank the British Propaganda 
Minister Lord Northcliffe for the work he had done with the words: “I have a lot of 
direct evidence of the success of your invaluable work and of the effect with which 
this work led to the dramatic collapse of hostile strength in Germany and led 
Austria." 

How the renunciation peace press was created in our country, the “Hammer” 
writes on October 15, 1918: “At a meeting of local newspaper publishers held in Essen, 



it was mentioned that the ex-Chancellor Bethmann threw out 40 million annually for the 
support of the German daily press. Of this, 18 million come from twenty larger 
newspapers, e.g. B. Rudolf Mosse with 2% annually, “Berliner Morgenzeitung IV 2 
million, and a wreath of other editions such as Allstein's“ B. Z. am Mittag Scherl- 
Presse Vorwarts ”,“ Frankfurter Zeitung ’’each from one half to one quarter million 
annually. One can see that a disproportionately large part of this support, raised with the 
money of German taxpayers, ends up in the pockets of certain people; Mosse already 
receives almost a tenth part, namely 4 million annually, or 16 million in four years of 
war. " The “Vorwarts” reports that in a telegram from the Crown Prince to the Kaiser on 
January 2, 1918, which the latter sent to Field Marshal v. Hindenburg judged, the order 
was given: “I ask you to want to ban the newspapers“ Frankfurter Zeitung ”,“ Berliner 
Tageblatt ”and“ Vorwarts ”on the western front. The disaster that these leaves have 
caused in the heads of our teams in the last few months is regrettable. On November 13, 
1918, it became known that our prisoners in England were allowed to read German 
newspapers, but only the three mentioned above, who have a stone in the board with the 
British. 

In addition to the undermining of the front by the social democratic and 
democratic press, the bad treatment of the men by some of the reserve officers, the 
nonsensical drills on the rest days behind the front and the poor nutrition of the men in 
contrast to the officers caused further explosions. The enemy leaflet propaganda, 
through which millions of aviators, initially written in bad German and therefore 
ineffective, later written by German traitors, were thrown off on the western front. 
Ultimately, the total exhaustion of nerves of every camphor, the excessive exertion of 
the fighting divisions, which had almost never been replaced, had to bring about the 
rapid disintegration of male discipline among the soldiers at the front, which was still 
favored by letters of misery from home, by the hustle and bustle of the “irrevocable”, the 
usurers and smugglers. 

Worst of all, these acts of paralyzing the spirit of the troops and undermining the 
will to win did nothing against the government to improve the mood of the troops, to 
inflame them for national goals, as the French did. But the government had no goals and 
was completely incapable of action. So it finally had to come to the point that the Fuhrer 
no longer had the troops firmly in hand. When our last spring offensive on March 21, 
1918 suddenly got stuck, the disaster took its course. The front had to be taken back to 
the starting position. That must have made a demoralizing impression on the troops. This 
setback had to have an inhibiting effect on the determination and accuracy of our guides. 

The relocation of our front to the west in September 1918 was followed by the 
shaking of the Turkish and Bulgarian fronts, whereby the crisis reached its climax. The 
despondency, discouragement and helplessness of the homeland, which was demanded 
by enemy agents by all means, increased to the dull indifference that strongly demanded 
the desire for a quick “peace at any price”, nourished by the left press. The government 
was helpless and inactive, especially when Bulgaria, on the part of its Entente-friendly 
Prime Minister Malinov, offered the British an armistice on September 26th. This 



apostasy was not due to the enemy's weapons, but rather it was the result of a weak and 
false policy which did not understand how to keep Minister Radeslavov, who was 
favorably disposed towards us. In the end we alienated Bulgaria by our ongoing 
affirmation of a peace “without annexations and compensation”, because Bulgaria had 
only entered the war because of enlargement. The unsatisfied solution to the 
Dobrundscha question in the hasty peace of Bucharest due to Austrian pressure, in which 
we received nothing whatsoever, brought the first serious resentment between Bulgaria 
and its allies and the change in government. The mood in the Bulgarian army was 
impaired by artificial party struggles fought by the enemy, so that the defeat of Vardar 
ensued. How could our ally still have confidence in us, where democratization was 
gaining more and more ground, where the high command was forced to submit to it, and 
where the emperor had actually abdicated in asserting his rights? 

The consequences of our political weakness were also felt in Austria. While the 
hopes of all non-German peoples of Austria were directed from the beginning on the 
victory of the Entente, these hopes sank after the breakthrough at Gorlice and the 
collapse of the Russian army. The change came with the dismissal of Count Clam- 
Martinitz. “Since the day on which Herr von Seidler issued the amnesty decree, which 
not only gave all Slavic and French high treason the freedom but also the civil rights, the 
old Austria was,” writes Prof. Imendorffer in the “Suddeutsche Zeitung” from 18. 
October “in its externally still preserved, but now meaningless form, irrevocably gone. 
We know how the disastrous resolution of the German Reichstag of July 19, 1917 is 
connected with Erzberger's gloomy reports on the Austrian situation." 

The setbacks in Turkey are also simply the result of our political aimlessness. The 
lack of a strong hand and a national leader in the political arena has caused our allies to 
lose confidence in us. We have never before declared from the government table that we 
are fighting for better borders for Austria, for a bigger Bulgaria, for a Turkish Egypt, 
while England kept France in line with her battle cry “for Alsace-Lorraine”. 

After the defection of Bulgaria and its peace treaty on September 30th, the 
Turkish army surrendered its arms on October 31st and on November 3rd the hostilities 
between Italy and Austria ceased. But we stood quite alone, forsaken by everyone whom 
we had won their victories. 

Ludendorff, the first Quartermaster General, who was previously in agreement 
with Field Marshal v. Hindenburg had led our army from victory to victory should now 
be to blame for everything. The “Alldeutsche Blatter” wrote on November 2nd: “Until 
recently, Ludendorff himself was convinced that he would lead his people to full 
military victory The victory is impossible, yes, that the resistance to the hostile 
superiority is hopeless, and after he has demanded and implemented measures of an 
internal and external political nature on the basis of this knowledge, which we cannot 
describe otherwise as pernicious." 

Ludendorff noticed signs of disorder among the troops (exacerbated by mass 
defections, as well as desertion among vacationers), which had unfortunately been 
exposed to the onslaught of radical and Bolshevik ideas without countering this flood. In 



a weak hour he considered these signs to be so alarming that he believed that he could 
no longer keep the front in hand and demanded the peace offer to Wilson within 24 
hours. A few days later, he announced that he had seen too black. But then it was too late 
because the top of the government did not find the courage to seriously oppose 
Ludendorff. Prince Max did not share the gloomy views of the front and was against any 
hasty peace move. But then Ludendorff threatened to take the step with the old Hertling 
cabinet. 

Prince Maxx was docile and consented. “Had he been a man,” writes Dr. Kuhn in 
the “Suddeutsche Zeitung” of November 24th, “he said to Ludendorff: 'Take the step 
with whoever you want! I consider it unnecessary, wrong and dangerous, and I don't 
give in to it! ' But then the Freemason Prince Max would not have become Chancellor. 
He bowed his convictions out of ambition and vanity. He took the peace step with 
Ludendorff to become Chancellor. After the step there was no stopping. Ludendorff s 
collapse has been brought into connection with his assumed political overload on the 
part of the left and he has been made responsible for having dared to be politically active 
as a general. But since there was no one who could vigorously stand by the side of the 
army, Ludendorff had to pursue politics to prevent politics from ruining what the sword 
had made good. Its collapse does not come from political overload; it has another cause. 
Mr Bernstein, the current Undersecretary of State, said it with shameless clarity, of all 
things at a farewell ceremony for the English prisoners: “Hindenburg and Ludendorff 
were forced by their troops to make the peace and armistice offer! Of course, because 
these troops had been lied to, they had been able to have peace in 1915, 1916 and 1917 
under much more favorable conditions. Count Czemin fully lives up to Ludendorff that 
he was “the only power of nature in all of Germany”, a man “of ingenious conception, 
energy that cannot be suppressed and great gifts”, he was a “tough, fearless” man, a 
“military genius” , a “great patriot” who “wanted nothing for himself, only the happiness 
of Germany”. If we had had such a man as Chancellor and Leader of the People, the 
world war would have ended in the autumn of 1916 or the spring of 1917 by extending 
the enemy's arms in our favor. 

Without the English silver balls that rolled from abroad and through the neutral 
states to Germany, we had remained victorious. We were still able to do it in a short 
time, because, as a captured English captain told a German submarine commander, 
England had been unable to endure beyond the winter because of a lack of coal and 
bread. Hence the continued onslaught without taking the victims into account. Our last 
offer of peace, said the captain, was to save England. This is also confirmed by Lloyd 
George's speech in the English House of Commons on November 12th, where he said: “I 
am therefore postponing the House immediately, in order to now offer our thanks in the 
Church for the liberation from great danger.” An Englishman said: "If German politics 
had stood on the high level of German strategy, what would have become of the 
Entente?" 

The monarchies. After England and the Anglo-American money trust associated 
with it - the Jewish plutocracy - had eliminated the monarchies in Russia, Greece, 



Rumania, Bulgaria and Serbia, which stood in the way of their world capital rule, the 
Entente also demanded the elimination of the Hohenzollerns with which they were 
involved could not make a peace. Their struggle does not apply to the German people, 
but to the rulers who had to disappear as the pillars of militarism. In truth, England and 
America in particular were so hated by the German Kaiser because his government had 
introduced exemplary labor protection legislation. The enemy states were far behind 
here. In America the worker earns more than in Germany, but if he is not very thrifty and 
retires sufficiently for his old age, he then lies helplessly on the street and nobody cares 
about him. England and America, however, feared the competition of intelligent German 
workers and the danger that the workers exploited by them in their own country could 
demand the same social welfare as the workers of Germany. That is why they had sworn 
to doom the German imperial throne. 

The peace offer. On the night of October 5, 1918, Reich Chancellor Prince Max 
von Baden, through the mediation of the Swiss government, sent President Wilson a 
note with the following content: 

“The German government requests the President of the United States of America 
to take responsibility for the establishment of peace, to inform all warring states of this 
request and to invite them to send representatives to begin negotiations. It accepts the 
program drawn up by the President of the United States of America in the congress 
message of January 8, 1918 and in his later manifestations, namely the speech of 
September 27, as the basis for the peace negotiations.” 

On October 12, 1918, we adopted Wilson's Fourteen Principles. We offered: 
evacuation of the entire Russian territory, evacuation and re-establishment of Belgium 
and France, autonomy of Alsace-Lorraine, referendum in the border states, an 
independent Poland with free access to the sea and all countries with an undoubtedly 
Polish population, entry into the League of Nations. With this offer we gave up on 
ourselves and sealed our doom. 

In the German reply of the Democratic Government of October 20 to the 
American Note of October 14, it says: “In accepting the proposal for evacuation of the 
occupied territories, the German government assumed that the procedure for this 
evacuation and the conditions of the The armistice is to be left to the judgment of 
military advisers and the current balance of forces is to be used as the basis for the 
agreements that secure and protect it. " 

Furthermore: "In order to prevent everything that could make the peace work 
more difficult, orders were issued to all submarine commanders at the instigation of the 
German government that exclude the torpedoing of passenger ships." This gave us the 
best trump card. Now England could breathe a sigh of relief and dictate the harshest 
conditions, which already emerged from Wilson's note of October 23, which stated that 
only such a ceasefire as would bring the United States and the powers connected with it 
into a position could be considered to force every applicable agreement and to make a 
renewal of hostilities on the German side impossible. 

The United States also wants to negotiate solely with the actual representatives of 



the German people who, as the real rulers of Germany, have been assured of a true 
constitutional position. In a present or later negotiation with the military rulers and 
monarchist autocrats about the international legal cursing of the German Reich, the 
United States must demand surrender rather than peace negotiations. That it could only 
be about handover, not about “negotiations” and “understanding”, or even about a 
“legal” peace, which our new parliamentary government sailing in B.-System-Fahrasser 
still hoped for, was shown unheard of harsh ceasefire conditions. On October 26th, 
General Kudendorff was dismissed by the Kaiser in response to a radical democratic 
request and made available with a terrible pension. In his place came the Freemason and 
South German democrat Groner. 

On October 27, 1918, the Foreign Minister, Count Andrassy, presented the United 
States of America with a note through the Swedish Government specifying Wilson's 
conditions in the Austrian-Hungarian Government: submission to the Czecho-Slovaks 
and Yugo-Slavs in order to achieve one Accepts separate peace. 

On October 31, the Turkish armies in Mesopotamia, Syria and the Caucasus were 
surrendered, the Dardanelles and the Bosphorus were opened for the Union fleet and 
thus the route into the Black Sea was opened, and Fiume was occupied by the Italian 
fleet. The decline now followed in rapid succession. Our glorious armies had to give 
way more and more to the overwhelming power in the west and shift their lines back 
almost every day, which created a demoralizing impression of grave importance which, 
supported by revolutionary agitation, had to grow like an avalanche. 

The coup. After the Russian Soviet government through its diplomatic 
representative Joffe (Jahve) in Berlin for a long time smuggled into Germany leaflets to 
the German workers calling for a bloody overthrow, as well as weapons, ammunition 
and hand grenades and two hundred million rubles and through the Reichstag deputy Dr. 
Oskar Cohn, who had also received over four hundred Russian “couriers” in the last few 
weeks and released them as organizers in Germany, the Russian government was finally 
asked on November 5th to withdraw its official representatives from Germany at the 
urging of the right-wing parties. At the same time, the German official representatives 
from Moscow were dismissed. By then the democratic government had obviously turned 
a blind eye, as it did in the case of Dittmann in 1917. 

As early as November 4th, there was a disturbance of rest in Vienna, in which 
returning soldiers and Russian prisoners of war took part, with dead and wounded. 
Russian Bolshevism continued to spread. In order to counter the eating uber also with us 
and to appease the people, the government made an appeal to the German people on 
November 4th, in which the same right to vote in Prussia was guaranteed, the transfer of 
fundamental rights from the emperor to the representative body, the subordination the 
military administration to the Reich Chancellor, extensive amnesty, freedom of the press 
and the right of assembly is guaranteed. The maintenance of public security by the 
people, self-discipline and order, and an improvement in nutrition and in all living 
conditions with the peace treaty are called for. The appeal is signed by Chancellor Max, 
Prince of Baden, his deputy v. Payer, Vice President of the Prussian State Ministry: Dr. 



Friedberg, the State Secretaries: Dr. Solf, Count v. Rodem, Dr. v. Krause, Rudlin, v. 
Waldow, Frhr. v. Stein, Scheidemann, Grober, Erzberger, Haussmann, Bauer, Trimborn, 
the State Secretary of the Reichsmarineamt: Ritter v. Man, the Minister of War Scheuch. 

According to the “Frankfurter Zeitung”, Ledebour reported on the preparation of 
the revolution at the Reich Conference of the Workers 'and Soldiers' Council: “After the 
January strike of 1918, all preparations were made, and especially Barth, Wegmann, 
Ecker, Daumig and other members of the Executive Council took care of the matter 
deservedly done. The only question was when to strike. So we waited month after 
month. When the Western Front collapsed, we believed the time had come. We had also 
established connections with the front and were working successfully, because the 
government had been so kind as to draft all revolutionaries and put them into the army, 
we knew that whole regiments were being broken down. Now came the decisive 
November days. A meeting of the Revolutionary Committee took place on November 
2nd, which was also attended by Haase, Liebknecht and Dittmann. We decided to hit on 
November 4th. We knew that we could rely on the troops and, after a short battle, take 
control of Berlin. " Had the Haussmannian government not destroyed military force, it 
would have been easy to suppress the revolution. The upheaval began first in the port 
cities of Kiel, Wilhelmshaven, Rostock, Bremen and Hamburg, where as early as 
November 7th, violence passed over to the workers and soldiers, who were joined by the 
naval divisions. Just as the so-called democratization made the army unusable, so after 
the Russian model, the formation of workers and soldiers' councils, who chose their 
superiors themselves, achieved a complete dissolution of the army and male discipline, 
and thus the revolution was secured after the Russian Jude and Bolshevik Radek 
(Sobelsohn) had prepared well in Germany. 

First the republic was proclaimed in Munich on November 8th and the king 
deposed. The Galician Jew Kurt Eisner sat at the head of Bavaria as President, while the 
Jew Joffe became Minister of Finance. In Stuttgart, on November 9th, power was taken 
over by the workers 'and soldiers' councils. The king abdicated. On that day I will never 
forget a procession of a few hundred boys and girls from 14 to 17 years old, who, while 
carrying a red flag, helped overthrow the old regiment. And the bourgeoisie was 
completely surprised and was paralyzed, despite the fact that it formed the majority. The 
revolutionaries were so bold as to call themselves “people's representatives”, even 
though, if there had been a referendum on the revolution beforehand, hardly a tenth of 
the German people would have voted for it. The election result for the National 
Assembly on January 19, with 188 social-democratic votes among 421 MPs, clearly 
showed that there was no question of a “people's commission”. The German revolution 
was the well-prepared putsch of a minority who strived for class rule through violence, 
whereby the empire and militarism had to be overthrown, as the enemies wished to 
render us defenseless. Of course the revolutionaries thought just as non-ethnic and 
international as the previous men of the B. system, of which they were successors. They 
also hoped for an “understanding”. At the meeting of the Workers 'and Soldiers' Council 
at the Busch Circus in Berlin on November 10, it was declared: “The Workers 'and 



Soldiers' Council is imbued with the conviction that a transformation in the same 
direction is being prepared throughout the world. He confidently expects that the 
proletariat of the other countries will use all their strength to prevent the German people 
from being raped (through the armistice conditions, R. U.). 

Let us remind you of the French Revolution, which wanted the opposite. The 
French war revolution of 1870 was national, it wanted national defense through mass 
revolt and continuation of the war. With us, on the other hand, the revolution was set in 
motion before the shameful armistice conditions were announced, in order to prevent 
national defense, which would otherwise have come for sure because the whole people 
had rebelled against it like one man and kindled the flame of holy exaltation. But that 
would have brought about our military victory and broken the backbone of the 
revolution. And of course the makers didn't want that. After the Social Democrats 
threatened to resign from the government - which would be tantamount to a bloody 
revolution - if the Kaiser did not abdicate, the Kaiser decided on November 9th to 
renounce the throne. A few days later, all of the German princes followed this example. 

This renunciation of the throne still has a history that is known only to a few. 
When about 1 l A to 2 years ago insightful national men saw where the course of our 
policy was headed, a petition was addressed to the Kaiser, signed by fifty of the best 
German men of all ranks, headed by Furst Otto von Salm-Horstmar. It was suggested to 
the emperor to select a delegation from the number of signatories for personal 
discussion; At the end of the input was: "Your Majesty, your throne is at stake." The 
emperor made no answer. After inquiring at the civil cabinet, the decision came that the 
emperor had read the petition and added marginal notes that portrayed the matter as 
exaggerated. Now, as a refugee in Holland, he will remember his faithful who wanted 
the best with pain. 

During the mutiny of the sailors in Kiel, in order to wash themselves clean, they 
spread the lie that the fleet, since it had been lost, had set out in an annihilation battle 
against the English and was supposed to sacrifice 80,000 men uselessly. 

As Corvette Captain Freiherr v. Forstner wrote in the “Suddeutsche Zeitung” of 
December 11, 1918, the fleet gathered at the end of October for an undertaking on 
Schilling roadstead in front of Wilhelmshaven, which was to serve as a relief movement 
for the right wing of our army when the Belgian coast and the hinterland were vacated. 
Due to the mutiny, the planned support of our brothers fighting on land could not be 
carried out. The homeland navy fell into the back of our army at the critical hour, shortly 
before the end of the armistice. The fatherland will never be able to forgive its navy for 
failing at that very time, so that our enemies, insisting on the collapsed German naval 
power, could impose on us these harsh cease-fire conditions under which our people 
languished, while the Entente was in the first negotiations November 7th was still ready 
for a peace without compensation. 

We were lied to and betrayed by the revolutionary heroes who reported through 
the newspapers that the revolution had broken out in France too, Poincare and Foch had 
been murdered, the English fleet had hoisted the red flag and the outpost boats were 



already in a friendly atmosphere. Now our enemies would substantially soften their 
conditions. The socialist republic will save us, etc. But the socialist republic also came 
up against the horn of the enemy and claimed that the German Kaiser had forced the war 
on us. He alone was to blame with the military party, the Pan-Germans, Junkers and 
heavy industrialists. But the people of the social republic rose up like one man on 
August 1st, 1914! To want to burden the Pan-Germans and nationalists with a guilt in 
order to free themselves from the terrible responsibility is betrayal of the best of one's 
own people. If a power politics had been pursued, as demanded by the Pan-Germans, the 
war in autumn 1916 would have ended victoriously for us in spring 1917 at the longest. 

So the men of the socialist republic belong to the prolongers of the war! If the 
enemies are now with the same intention of rolling the guilt of the makers - who have 
been exposed in the section: “The war instigators in the light of human knowledge” - the 
Kaiser, Tirpitz, Ludendorff, v. Jagow, the Crown Prince, Falkenhayn and other 
“accomplices” want to bring a duck war court for conviction, the whole German people 
should rebel against such an imposition. 

It must be remembered the twenty-five year anniversary of the reign of the 
emperor on June 16, 1913, one year before the war. Wilson, who now ascribes warlike 
intentions to the emperor, paid homage at that time with the words: In the sincere hope 
that a long duration of your Majesty's beneficial peaceful government may bring 
growing blessings to the great German people ”, etc. 

The only really radical London newspaper “Daily News” said: “One has to 
recognize the skill of the emperor who has been leading the German system of 
government for twenty-five years. The maritime power policy will also be seen in 
England in the right light if one considers that the German Reich has not broken the 
peace since it was founded. Kaiser Wilhelm fought hard to fend off the war, and under 
today's circumstances (June 1913! R. U.) that must be praised as an eminent virtue. " 
That is the historical truth against the falsehoods of the enemies and the German 
socialists! 

The total parliamentary ministry formed on November 8th made way for the 
Republican government, one step to the left, on November 9th. In an appeal by the new 
government, headed by Chancellor Ebert, it says: “People's comrades! Today has 
completed the liberation of the people. " Free suffrage was also proclaimed for women 
(a Danaer gift for the latter and twenty-year-olds!), The eight-hour working day, the 
socialization of large companies, freedom of speech, writing and belief, quick peace and 
an improvement in diet. We all felt every day what the “liberation” looks like: complete 
dissolution of the armies that had been brought back over the Rhine from Hindenburg 
under the most difficult of circumstances within three weeks, so far victorious armies, 
squandering of armies worth five billion, soldiers lazy, workers shy away from work , 
daily sympathy and protest demonstrations, strikes of the miners despite the coal 
shortage, closure of factories, railways and trams, devaluation of German money abroad, 
further restrictions on electricity and gas, stagnation in the supply of food, undermining 
our entire economic system by overdone Wage demands and lower work performance, 



insecurity in life. Predatory attacks and break-ins increase. Gagging of the bourgeois 
press in the first weeks of the revolution despite democratic “freedom”. This is called 
“liberation” of the people! 

We were much better off under the constitutional monarchy! 

In order for the bourgeoisie not to be able to form a counterweight against the 
united un-German and internationally active and negotiated left, the social democrats 
and democrats, in the elections for the regional and national assembly as the German- 
Germanic national party, the division of the bourgeoisie on the part of the democracy 
financed by the plutocracy took place operated by all means and achieved. 

The armistice conditions that were imposed on the German people, who were 
rendered redundant by the revolution, demand, in addition to the evacuation of Belgium, 
France and Alsace-Lorraine, as well as the left bank of the Rhine and a neutral zone on 
the right bank of the Rhine and maintenance of the occupying army. Extradition of 
enemy prisoners without reciprocity; Delivery of 5,000 cannons, 30,000 machine guns, 
3,000 mortars, 2,000 aircraft. 

In addition, 5,000 locomotives, 150,000 wagons, 10,000 motor vehicles (reduced 
to 5,000), and delivery of 100 submarines, 8 light cruisers and 6 dreadnoughts. The 
remaining ships were interned and monitored by the Allies in neutral and Allied ports. 

The German merchant fleet, on the other hand, is to be made available to the 
Allied governments in order to call their troops back to America and to bring food for 
us, which means that it is as good as lost for us. In addition to all of these monstrous 
demands, there are continued tightening, which the unmanlike whimpering, especially of 
the German negotiator Erzberger, apparently still increased, instead of a resolute “no” 
rejecting further demands. When the armistice was extended on January 16, 1919, due to 
delayed deliveries, Foch asked for another 500 locomotives and 19,000 wagons, 
including 4,000 for Alsace-Lorraine, or as a replacement 400 complete steam plow 
groups with double machines and a plow set up for them, 6,500 seeders, 6,500 fertilizer 
spreaders, 6,500 plows , 6500 Brabant plows, 12500 harrows, 6500 fair harrows, 2500 
steel rollers, 2500 big kills, 2500 grass mowers, 2500 tedders and 3000 binding mowers 
Since these fast deliveries mean our starvation, the deadline has been extended. So it 
was not enough for the enemy that over 500,000 weak freaks and children died of 
exhaustion as a result of the hunger blockade, while in Austria it looks even worse. 
England wants to impose the fate of Ireland and India on us. This is the “blessing” of the 
revolution! 

Against the new socialist government, which immediately resumed the 
“reconciliation” policy and wanted to unite with the independents and the communist 
Spartacus people, the latter turned and tried to overthrow the government and take 
power. Since "negotiations" repeated for days did not lead to the goal, but on the 
contrary quickly increased the following of Spartacus, who were well armed, abundant 
with machine guns, ammunition and hand grenades and brought about a serious danger 
to the life of Berlin (and other places too), Finally, the Ebert-Scheidemann government, 
which in the meantime had gathered a few regiments around itself, was forced to pursue 



the so frowned upon power politics. In the days from January 6th to 8th, formal battles 
were fought in Berlin, with more than a hundred dead. The government troops were 
victorious in the Civil War, and the Spartacus threat was mostly over. There were bloody 
clashes in several other places as well. 

The Poles of course also took advantage of the opportunity. As a result of the 
weak government, they are calling for Poznan, Danzig and West Prussia, as well as 
education for Polish children in Silesia, in the Grand Duchy of Poznan, in East and West 
Prussia in Polish. In addition, they announced the election on German soil for the 
National Assembly in Warsaw. Since they also overpower and push back the weak 
German commandos in the border towns and occupy one place after another and 
constantly advance on German soil in spite of all “negotiations”, the government here 
too has finally understood that power can only be opposed to power . The call of a 
volunteer army for the border guard east, which should be under the direction of our 
incomparable folk hero Hindenburg, was issued. 

The Jews. The revolution produced a strange phenomenon. She brought Clemente 
of non-German blood to the top. “In the six-member Reich Cabinet,” writes Dr. Walter 
Lieck in his book “The Part of Judaism in the Collapse of Germany” (Publishing House 
J. F. Lehmann, Munich), “the Jews Haase and Landsberg play the leading role. Haase 
held his hand over the Foreign Office; The Jew kautsky is added to him. The Jews Cohn 
and Herzfeld stand by the Justice Minister's side. The Reich's finance minister is the 
half-Jewish Schiffer with the Jew Bernstein as his assistant. Worm is in the war food 
office. The Jews Hirsch and Rosenfeld sit in the Prussian cabinet, and Simon in the 
finance department. The semi-Turkish man who appeared before the war also suspects 
the ruling gentlemen Bauer, Vogtherr, Dittmann, Erdmann, Ebert, Buchner and 
Hoffmann, because of their appearance, that they are not far from the Jewish race. The 
Jew Cohn sits on the Central Council of Workers and Soldiers. In the Saxon 
government, the Jews are Dr. Gradnauer and Schwarz active. The following states sent 
Jews to the Reich Conference on November 25, 1918: Prussia: Hirsch, Haase, Herzfeld; 
Bavaria: Eisner; Saxony: Gradnauer; Wurttemberg: Heymann; Bathing: Haas; Germany 
and Austria: Hartmann." 

According to Adolf Wahrmund, an Injudic circling slogan attributed to the Jewish 
historian Prof. H. Graetz reads: "The revolution is the star of Judas." World Jewry, 
anchored in the Alliance israelite, in the Masonic lodges, in democracy and social 
democracy, has incited the whole world to go to war against the German Teutonicism 
that stood in the way of its world domination plans (see section: press and telegraph 
offices), has financed the war everywhere, everyone Had war societies in hand and 
misguided, earned billions, initiated the German report peace and made the revolutions 
in Russia and Germany so that there would be “neither victor nor vanquished”, thereby 
saving the bonds given to the people and the compound interest suction pump for 
submission without interruption the people, especially the German people, can continue 
to work. 

If we take a quick look back at what has been said, we will see that the B.-system 



has continuously slid down from the top right to the bottom left, or has been pushed by 
the above-mentioned plutocracy. From Bethmann Hollweg, from Jagow, Zimmermann 
to Lichnowsky and Kuhlmann, from Max Prinz von Baden to Erzberger, Haussmann, 
Payer and Scheidemann, to Ebert, Bauer, Eisner and Cohn, to Haase, Ledebour and the 
recently shot Liebknecht is a continuous uninterrupted chain so that the uppermost 
members find democratic, the middle ones social-democratic, while the lower ones 
consist of independents and Spartacists. The system is the same, only people change. 

The decline is obvious. So “the imperial, the terrible time” had to come. 

The ascent must be done in reverse. Gradual displacement of the social democrats 
and democrats by means of enlightenment and national education and advancement of 
popular, nationally-minded men of German blood. Then the system of government 
changes gradually upwards and to the right, until we are through the democratic swamp 
and have solid land under our feet again. The German people, welded together by the 
coming hardship, will then drive away their exploiters, the now ruling money princes, 
and cure themselves a sword prince again. In order to achieve this, the goals of this work 
must be challenged with all our might and the stated national and popular associations 
and clubs must be emphatically supported. 

Early February 1919. Rich. Ungewitter. 



